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THE TORIES have fought three elections on the slogan “NHS—safe 
in our hands”. If they win a fourth the NHS is finished. 

They are currently implementing what the Economist called 
“the biggest shake up in the NHS since its foundation in 1948”. 


The NHS Act has brought in Trusts 
to run 56 selected hospitals. In a 
foreteste of what this will mean for 
health workers and patients, the 
Trusts that run Guy’s and Bradford 
hospitais declared hundreds of re- 
dun:jiancies within weeks of achiev- 
ing independent status. 

The Trusts are part of a new 
“intemal market” which has already 
created a two tier service. The mi 
nority of GPs who have opted to run 
their own budgets are getting prior- 
ity treatment from both Trusts and 
NHS hosn'tals alike. The Tories hope 
that this will develop into a health 
free-for-all, setting patient against 


patient, doctor against doctor, and 
NHS user against NHS worker. They 
hope it will erode the free public 
service from within whilst they wash 
their hands of the problem. 

The Tories have accused Labour 
of lying after they claimed that Trusts 
were opting out of the NHS 
Waldegrave claimed: 

“NHS trust hospitals are, and will 
remain, part of the NHS. They will be 
run by NHS staff and will treat NHS 
patients just as they have done 
before—only better.” 

But those who work in the NHS, 
even those who manage it, know 
that he is talking rubbish. 
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Trent Regional Health bosses, 
who the Tories appointed, stated 
clearly that health workers in trusts 
will be under a new employer. “The 
self goveming Trust will be the actual 
employer”, they admitted. 

The NHS Support Federation and 
the NHS Consultants Association 
also confirm that “the Trusts are 
owned by the trust boards: the NHS 
is owned by the public”. 

it is the Tories who are liars! 

Trusts can refuse to provide serv- 
ices that they consider insufficiently 
profitable, however much they may 
be needed. Trusts can open up new, 
lucrative, services however small 
the local need. They are accountable 
to no-one. 

After eleven years of Tory rule 





there are now one million patients 
on the waiting list. But as former 
Health Minister Kenneth Clarke'said 
in 1989, summing up the Tories‘ 
lack of concern forthe misery onthe 
waiting lists: 

“We've closed quite a lot of hos- 
pitals over the last twenty years. | 
think its a good thing. We haven't 
closed enough.” 

Under the new “caring”, “class- 
less” Major administration the atti 
tude is the same. When the Guy’s 
hospital trust announced the job 
cuts Waldegrave said: 

“It is positive news when hospi- 
tals decide to concentrate their re- 
sources on what is demanded of 
them. In some cases this may mean 
shedding posts.” 

They are prepared to sack health 
workers and close hospitals to make 
their new system work. If the Tories 
are allowed to get away with it there 
won't be an NHS for the Trusts to 
opt in or out of. 

Workers have the power to save 
the NHS. In the two years since the 
NHS White Paper was published, 
the union leaders and the Labour 
Party have kept almost silent, rely- 
ing on the BMA to lead the propa 
ganda campaigns against the pro- 
posals. But that did not stop the two 
tier health service being introduced. 
The union leaders and the Labour 
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Party continue to tell us: don’t act 
now you might rock the boat, wait 
for a Labour Government. So far 
union leaders have managed to tie 
the campaign against the cuts at 
Guy’s firmly to the bandwagon of 
Labour press conferences and 
“questions in the House”. 

But the health workers and pa- 
tients at Guy’s and Bradford can't 
wait. We have to organise action 
now to stop the cuts in jobs, beds 
and services and to stop the intro- 
duction of the internal market alto- 
gether. 

Health workers have suffered 
enormous attacks already. Their 
union leaders recently recom- 
mended acceptance of a lousy pay 
deal for ancillaries ratherthan riska 
fight in an election year. But if health 
workers take up the fight against 
the Trusts there is the potential of 
winning thousands of workers and 
NHS users to this struggle. 

There should be action commit- 
tees set up in all hospitals, whether 
they are run by Trusts or not. These 
committees must campaign to alert 
local NHS users to what is happen- 
ing to the health service. Organised 
workers inside and outside the NHS 
must take strike action against the 
cuts and occupy threatened 
facilities. 

@® Now tum to page 6 
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THAMESMEAD 











N THE evening of 21 Febru- 
a gang of racists mur- 
dered 15 year old Rolan 
Adams. He and his 14 year old 
brother were walking home from 
the Hawksmoor Youth Club on the 
Thamesmead Estate in south east 
London He was surrounded by ten 
to fifteen youths and stabbed in the 
throat. Afew days later Hawksmoor 
Youth Club was petrol bombed. 

Rolan’s murder shocked and an- 
gered many residents of Thames- 
mead, whose population is 15-20% 
black. But the murder also focused 
attention on the rising tide of racist 
violence in the area. According to 
the Greenwich Action Committee 
Against Racist Attacks (GACARA) 
almost every day this year has seen 
at least one racist attack. 

On 11 May a second young black 
man, 25 year old Orvill Blair, was 
fatally stabbed outside his moth- 
er’s flat in broad daylight. So far 
nine black households have fied 
the estate. At least two of them 
have chosen bed and breakfast ac- 
commodation over a life of constant 
fear on the estate. 

For several months the British 
National Party (BNP), a fascist or- 
ganisation, has sought to consoli- 
date a base on the estate, hoping to 
cash in racism amongst white 
working class residents hit by re- 
cession and the continuing decline 
oi a physically isolated estate. Since 
Orvill Blair’s murder, gangs of BNP- 
inspired thugs have roamed the 
estate chanting “two-nil” (a sick 
reference to the tally of racist mur- 
ders). BNP supporters arrived at 
Woolwich Magistrates’ Court to 
cheer the local resident charged 
with the Blair killing. 

Thamesmead was supposed to 
be a showpiece estate, with recrea- 
tion facilities and children’s play 
areas. Instead it became a dump- 
ing ground for “problem families” 
and was sold off to a private com- 
pany—Thamesmead Town Lim- 
ited—when the Greater London 
Council was abolished. Rents on 
the estate are 50% higher than 
those charged by Greenwich Coun- 
cil. Thamesmead Town Limited 
made £700,000 profit from rent in 
1990, while closing two adventure 
playgrounds. 

Since 1989 when the BNP opened 
its “bookshop” (national headquar- 
ters) in Welling, about five miles 
from Thamesmead, there has been 
a dramatic rise in racial assaults 
on the estate, doublingin that year 
alone. GACARA’s files in mid-May 
showed 68 racial incidents in the 
area since Rolan Adams died. On 
25 May the BNP were hoping to 
raise their menacing profile still 
higher with a march from outside 
the Hawksmoor Youth Club itself, 
exploiting the slogan “Rights for 
Whites” which they have used with 
some success in Tower Hamlets. 

Many people on the left have 
spent the last ten years denying 
that any significant fascist threat 
exists, while Asian families were 
firebombed and synagogues daubed 

ith anti-Semitic slogans. 

The single largest organisation 
on the British left, the Socialist 
Workers Party (SWP), quickly in- 
tervened in the campaign launched 
in the aftermath of Rolan Adams’ 
murder. But the SWP’s whole 
method prevents addressing the 
key issues posed by the racist at- 
tacks and from raising clear de- 






mands to meet the immediate task 
of the day. 

On the 27 April demonstration to 
protest the murder of Rolan Adams, 
the SWP’s slogans never ap- 
proached the need for organised 


Support black self-defence! 


defence of the black community 
against fascists and racist gangs. 
But if the struggle to defend the 
black residents of Thamesmead 
from attack is not addressed head 


on, all the SWP’s calls for ”unity » 





Police protect 
fascist death 


parade 


N 25 May the BNP tried to 

march through the streets of 

Thamesmead. Billed as a pro- 
test march against Al Sharpton’s 
presence on a previous demonstra- 
tion, it was in fact an endorsement 
of the murders of Rolan Adams and 
Orville Blair. The BNP applied to 
march past the very spot where Rolan 
was murdered. 

Workers Power supporters joined 
the AntiFascist Action (AFA) con- 
tingent on the Thamesmead coun- 
terdemonstration called by the Rolan 
Adams Family Campaign to stop the 
BNP. 

Nearly 1,000 people arrived to 
oppose the planned display of fas- 
cist strength. A vile piece of cynical 
journalism in the same day’s Guard- 
ian attacked the anti-+acists‘ plans. 
A lengthy feature on Thamesmead 
wrote off the recent killings as by- 
products of Inter-gang rivalry. The 
reporter played the classic card of 
blaming outside agitators for creat- 
ing fear amongst black residents. 
The Guardian gave the BNP’s second 
in command, Richard Edmonds, a 
chance to spout his doctrines of 
racial superiority without a single 
word in reply. 

Many of those on the counter- 
demo beyond the ranks of AFA’s 
immediate supporters were keen to 
make sure that Edmonds and his 


thugs would have no chance to pa- 
rade their Union Jacks and "rights 
for whites” banners. 

On the day, however, poor organi- 
sation and a typical lack of political 


nerve on the part of the majority of - 


the centrist left meant that the an- 
ger and energy of hundreds of youth 
were wasted. Workers Power sup- 
porters were virtually alone in argu- 
ing clearly for an organised physical 
confrontation with the BNP. The al 
most complete absence of co- 
ordinated stewarding and the unwill 
ingness of either the SWP or the 
leadership of the National Black 
Caucus to challenge the police con- 
trol led to a symbolic march to the 
spot where Rolan Adams died, nearly 
two miles from the ongoing BNP 
march. 

Even so the fascists’ plans were 
substantially disrupted and their 200 
strong march, rerouted around the 
estate, did not escape a barrage of 
bottles and bricks from those who 
were not content with a “symbolic” 
protest against the fascists. 

The result on 25 May achieved 
some the counterdemo’s immed 
ate aims but also hi the 
existing limits of the campaign. it 
exposed the inadequate straiesies 
of the SWP, Militant and a host of 
other tendencies not really prepared 
to deny the fascists control of the 





between black and white” is empty 
phrase mongering. 

The vacuous sloganising of the 
majority of the left has angered 
black youth and made many recep- 
tive to black nationalist and sepa- 
ratist organisations. The much 
hyped US black leader, Rev Al 
Sharpton, whose trademark slogan 
is “No Justice, No Peace” was wel- 
comed by Rolan Adams Family 
Campaign and had a high profile 
on the 27 April demonstration. 
Ironically it took Sharpton’s pres- 


ence to create any interest in the . 


bosses’ media in the plight of Rolan 
Adams and his family. 

But the often radical rhetoric of 
organisations such as the National 
Black Caucus and Society of Black 
Lawyers belies a soft, liberal ap- 
proach to the state. As Caribbean 
Times reported: 

“A joint representation by the 
Rolan Adams Family Campaign, 
the National Black Caucus and the 
Society of Black Lawyers implored 
the Home Secretary to ban the fas- 
cist march and requested a meet- 
ing with a senior member of the 
Metropolitan police . . . to discuss 
the national and local problem of 
racial harassment.” 

The racists in uniform who shot 
down Cherry Groce and murdered 
Cynthia Jarrett in her own home 
can never be alliesin a fight against 
the racists on the street. On every 
demo they are the armed blue line 


streets. 

For this strategy to succeed re- 
quires more than individual heroics. 
it means an unflinching fight to 
challenge racism within the white 
working class and alert the organ- 
ised labour movement to the real 
and potential threat posed by fas- 
cism. It means actually organising 
disciplined teams, with the full 
backing of local communities and 
the workers’ movement wherever 
possible, to do what anti-fascists 
did to Mosley and his black shirts at 
Cable Street in 1936—=physically 
prevent them marching. 

As the anti-fascist march dis- 
persed police waded in with horses 
and riot squads, arresting ten peo- 
ple and demonstrating to the active 
racists of south east London that 
they will always find protection be- 
hind the cordons and riot shields of 
the Metropolitan Police.@ 
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which protects the BNP’s thugs 
from getting a taste of united class 
justice. Even when they do ban 
fascist demonstrations, the police 
only do so as a way of preventing 
serious mobilisations of black and 
white working class youth deter- 
mined to stop them for good. 

The black community's steps to- 
wards organised self-defence should 
be supported by the labour move- 
ment and anti-fascist campaigns. 
The fascists on the estate must be 
isolated and confronted. The 
Wildfowler pub from which they 
operate has the slogan “White man’s 
manor” daubed on its wall. 

Joint black and white working 
class defence squads shouldinstead 
make Thamesmead a no-go area 
for the fascists and for racist thugs 
so that those who oppose them, 
black and white, can walk the 
streets without fear. The Wildfowler 
should be closed. The left, the la- 
bour movement, the anti-fascist 
movement and the organisations 
of the oppressed, should seize the 
challenge to close the BNP’s head- 
quarters once and for all. 

The disillusionment and depri- 
vation felt by the white youth on 
estates like Thamesmead make 
them breeding grounds for fascism, 
"the socialism of idiots”, which di- 
rects all their hatred and anger 
away from their rightful targets, 
the capitalists and who feed on the 
profits they make from the misery 
of the tenants. 

Fascism focuses their hatred 
against the black workers and 
youth and the left who should be 
their true allies in the fight against 
the real enemy. 

Fascism organises what Hitler 
called the “little men” into a power- 
ful movement, first of all by demon- 
stratingit can dominate the streets 
and the working class communi- 
ties. That is why we fight for the 
policy of no platform for fascists: 
the physical prevention of their free 
speech and the right to meet and 
march. 

This cannot be done by appeals 
to the state. Nor can it be done by 
small self-selected groups of anti- 
fascists alone, no matter how he- 
roic. It has to be done by organising 
thousands of working class people, 
especially the youth, in a-deter- 
mined fight to drive fascism and 
organised racists off the streets. 

Above all what allows the racist 
poison to spread is the absence of a 
mass labour movement fighting on 
all these issues and involving black 
and white youth in the fight for a 
better future. 

That is why we fight to win anti- 
racist youth on estates. like 
Thamesmead away from the twin 
dead ends of liberalism and black 


nationalism, to the fight for a new 


revolutionary party.@ 
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Labour’s Tory 






“THE LABOUR party is now, arguably, the most 
conservative force in British politics.” This was the 
response of the Financial Times to the publication of 
Labour’s latest programme—its draft election mani- 
festo—Opportunity Britain. 

This is an overstatement, but it demonstrates the 
extent to which the party has moved to the night over 
the last years. Today the bosses could live with a 
government headed by Neil Kinnock. Labour's recent 
successes in the local elections and in the Monmouth 
by-election mean that such a government is certainly 
a possibility after Major finally decides on a date for 
the general election. 

Labour’s well paid public relations staff have suc- 
cessfully married style and content in Opportunity 
Britain. The document has little to distinguish it 
from John Major’s new image of caring Toryism. The 
similarity between the Tories and Labour is even 
acknowledged by Kinnock in his introduction, where 
he derides “the attempt of [Thatcher’s] successor to 
imitate our policies”. Actually it is a moot point as to 
which party is imitating which at the moment. Labour 
stole the title of Opportunity Britain from the Tories. 
“Mannockism”, as the Economist called it, is the pre- 
vailing trend. 

The substance of Labour’s. programme is a firm 
pledge to the bosses that it will maintain the gains 
that they have made over the last twelve years. In 
industry the programme promises help for manu- 
facturing as the key to lifting Britain out of recession. 


A National Investment Bank, regional development - 


agencies, a revamped Department of Trade and In- 
dustry, extensive training through Skills UK and a 
Growing Business Scheme for small businesses, are 
just a few of the bodies that Labour is planning to set 
up to honour its promises to Britain’s manufacturing 
bosses. 


Distinct 


Clearly this package is distinct from Thatcher’s 
neo-liberal economic policies. Equally it is different 
from previous Labour programmes in that it frames 
the industrial role of the government intervention in 
“enabling” rather than “interventionist” terms. There 
will be no attempts by a Labour government to 
control any sector.of manufacturing industry. Gone is 
any mention of public ownership, planning agree- 
ments or even limited buy-ins such as those that took 
place under the auspices of the National Enterprise 
Board in the 1970s. Only in Telecommunications and 
the utilities, sectors deemed to be public interest 
industries or services, will there be any direct gov- 
ernment involvement. 

Even allowing that Labour’s previous programmes 
were not socialist, the new programme is a retreat on 
a grand scale. It accepts without question the validity 
of Thatcher’s privatisation drive. It promises the 
bosses freedom from interference from a Labour 
government, even if the market obliges them to sack 
workers, close plants and cut wages. The govern- 
ment’s sole role in relation to industry will, according 
to Opportunity Britain, be to create the conditions in 
which it can flourish: 

“More than ever before, British industry now needs 
a long term commitment from government, not in the 
form of indiscriminate subsidies or second guessing 
industry, but in the form of co-operation to meet 
clearly defined goals.” 

“No subsidies” means that Labour will not lift a 
finger to save jobs in firms that collapse because of 
capitalism’s inherent economic crises. “No second 
guessing industry” means that Labour will leave the 
private capitalists to get on with their business re- 
gardless of the impact that capitalist anarchy has on 
the economy as a whole and on the livelihoods. of 
working class people. 

Kinnock is even more forthright in explaining that 
this marks a break with past Labour conceptions of 
the role of government. The task of the government, 
he told Brian Walden on TY, was: 





“Not fiddling and meddling everywhere and not by 
being interventionist, but being there as an enabling 
government. ..a servant state at the disposal of the 
people.” | 


Enabling capitalist industry to continue its drive 


for profits at the expense of workers is what he 
means. And in relation to the unions this is even 
clearer. The role of government is not to meddle, the 
programme tells the bosses. But the Labour govern- 
ment certainly will meddle if trade union action 
threatens the bosses. Just as privatisation is to be 
protected and consolidated under Labour, so too are 
the Tories’ anti-union laws. 

There is no promise to repeal them, only promises 
to tighten them up by establishing a special Indus- 
trial Court, ruled over by an unelected judge. The aim 
of Labour’s modifications to the anti-union laws is to 
“strengthen the partnership between management, 
unions and individual employees” and to “create a 
fair balance between employers and trade unions”. 

Perhaps the “partnership” that Labour says gener- 
ally “works well” in industry is evident in Rolls Royce 
and Govan Shipbuilders sacking their entire 
workforce, or in the: imposition of pay freezes at 
Harrods and a host of other firms? Perhaps the “fair 
balance” is evident in the number of unions whose 
funds have been seized under the anti-union laws, in 
the number of workers jailed as a result of industrial 
disputes in the 1980s? 


Breathtaking 


It is breathtaking that a party based on the trade 
unions is going into the election, after years of the 
Tories attacking those unions, pledged to continuing 
the attacks and where necessary tying up the loose 
ends left by the Tories. The Financial Times was spot 
on when it observed: 

“Its goals, too, appear essentially middle class— 
the liberation, not of the unionised worker, but of the 
individual citizen through prosperity and opportu- 
nity arrived at by collective endeavour.” 

Labour has always been a reformist party, 4 bosses’ 
party based on the working class and offering it 
capitalism’s crumbs in order to curtail the class 
struggle. It remains such a party. What is significant 
about Opportunity Britain is that the promised crumbs 
are fewer than ever, the pledges to the bosses more 
brazen than ever. Even on the issues where Labour 
has proven itself to be scoring high against the Tories, 
the NHS and education, the promised reforms are 
minimal. 

Opportunity Britain does not contain a single con- 
crete promise to meet the burning financial needs of 
these two vital services. It promises to increase health 





EDITORIAL 


funding, but won’t say by how much. All will have to 
be decided on what the country can afford. That 
means what the bosses will allow. And even this 
promise is laced with Thatchernte language. In its 
section on the NHS Labour promises cash limits on 
health spending, rewards for hospitals that “out 
perform their agreed target” and watch dogs to en- 
sure that “we get value for money”. The problem is 
that underfunding has been so severe that unless 
money is pumped in the NHS will continue to be of 
less and less value to sick people. And Labour cannot 
bring itself to confront this problem head on with a 


_ clear promise. 


For workers few opportunities are being offered by 
Labour. Tying future public spending to “wealth 
production” means we will have the opportunity to 
join a million other working class people on the NHS 
waiting list. We will have the opportunity to join the 
dole queue as market forces dictate redundancies. 
We will have the opportunity to send our children to. 
sub-standard schools. Black people will have the 
opportunity to remain second class citizens. In short 
we will have the opportunity to carry on paying the 
cost of maintaining a tiny minority of bosses in their 
luxury lifestyles. 


Fairer 


For many young working class people it is difficult 
to imagine a Labour government. It is difficult for 
them to believe that Labour will not bring in a fairer 
society. 

But a vision of the future under Labour can be 
glimpsed by looking at the Labour councils. The 
record of solid Kinnockite councils like Birmingham, 
Leicester andthe official leadership of Liverpool shows 
where their priorities lie. They will implement cuts, 
slash jobs and services, pander to racism and all 
forms of bigotry and discrimination. Just as today the 
Labour council leaders use the excuse of the limits 
imposed by the Tory government, a Labour govern- 
ment in parliament will use the excuse of the world 
economy, the EC and the IMF to justify attacking the 
workers. 

So why vote Labour at all? Not because of its 
politics—they are as always pro-bossand anti-working 
class. In the coming general election, where revolu- 
tionary socialists are too small in number to stand 
candidates Workers Power will advocate a critical 
vote for Labour in order to put the illusions of millions 
to the test of action. 


Opportunity 


The only real opportunity Labour offers is to bring 
the pressure of the organised working class to bear on 
a future Labour government. We must wage the 
fight, however difficult at the moment, to win support 
for demands on Labour to repeal the anti-union laws, 
pour funds into health and education, renationalise 
without compensation the privatised industries and 
place them under workers’ control. We must fight to 
force it to grant anational minimum wage, not at50% 
of the current average industrial take home pay but 
at 100% of it. And we must combine this fight with 
one to prevent the National Economic Assessment 
from becoming a means of imposing wage restraint. 
The bosses must bear the cost of a national minimum 
wage, not other workers. 

But there is no point in waiting for a Labour 
government to fight for the things we need now. Only 
by fighting now, around such demands, will we pre- 
pare ourselves for the battles that will inevitably 
come if a Labour government is installed. Battles 
that are being prefigured today in Liverpool, where 
workers are fighting Labour’s job cuts, and where 
party members are being witch hunted for opposing 
those cuts. This will happen on a national level. 

The moment workers lift a finger against the Tory 
attacks today they are told: strikes damage Labour’s 
chances. Wait for Kinnock in Number 10. Against 
this useless strategy we say: don’t wait ‘for Labour, 
fight now on every front—jobs, wages, conditions, the 
NHS, education, racist attacks and anti-gay legisla- 
tion. Use these struggles to focus demands on Labour 
and the trade union leaders who hold the party’s 
purse strings. And when the election comes, vote 
Labour... but organise to fight whoever wins! 
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last decade 26,000 Rolls workers 


have been made redundant. But 
the proposed method of sacking the 
latest batch of workers is new. If 
they have to, say the bosses, the 
redundancies will made be com- 
pulsory for the first time. 

Sir Ralph Robins, Rolls Royce’s 
£250,000 a year boss, flashed the 
fangs that lurk behind his pat- 
ernalist smile. Not only will there 
be compulsory redundancies, there 
will be a six month pay freeze, in- 
cluding a freeze on all increments, 
as well. Rolls’ management is de- 
termined to make its workforce bear 
the cost of the recession in both the 
aerospace and car manufacturing 
industries. 

The lengths to which the bosses 
are prepared to go was revealed in 
May when the company announced 
thatit was sackingits entire 34,000 
strong workforce, ripping up all 
existing contracts and agreements. 
It would reinstate only those work- 
ers prepared to sign new contracts 
drawn up by the management and 
not subject to negotiation with the 
unions. 

This was the reward for the loy- 
alty the workforce had shown the 
company at plants like Leavesden, 
where concessions to boost profit- 
ability had been made again and 


again. 


Threat 


Rolls Royce have now withdrawn 
the sackings threat after negotia- 


tions with MSF, but the aim is still - 


to push through the pay freeze and 
job losses. MSF, who threatened 
legal action against the blanket 
sackings, clearly gave the bosses a 
strong hint that they were prepared 
to negotiate on the redundancies 
and pay pause. After withdrawing 
their threat a management 


' spokesman announced: 


“Itis still our intention to achieve 
a pay freeze because it is an impor- 
tant element in our cost-cutting 
exercise. If we are able to achieve 
that through negotiation the let- 
ters become unnecessary.” 

Sacking your workforce to im- 
pose new contracts is a long estab- 
lished union-busting ploy in the 


A DELEGATION of 27 members and supporters of the 
LRCI attended the 20th Lutte Ouvriére Féte. This 
annual cultural and political event is held in wooded 
countryside to the north of Paris. Organised by the 
French centrist organisation Lutte Ouvriére it attracts 
thousands of French workers and youth on each of its 
three days over the French Whitsun holiday, and is the 
scene of intensive public debates between political 
tendencies on the intemational left. 

The LRCI stand was the scene of constant political 
discussion. This year it carried = wide range of LRCI 
literature in English, Spanish, German, Italian and 
Russian as well as French. It also contained a display 





Harrison. 


USA. In the face of the current 
recession bosses are turning to 
similar tough tactics in order to 
offioad its costs onto the backs of 
the working class. A number of 
other firms followed Rolls Royce’s 
cue. In Scotland at the Kvaerner 
Govan shipbuilding yard the 
management have sacked 1,600 
workers who were striking over 
pay and conditions. They are be- 
ing offered reinstatement only if 
they accept contracts based on the 
very proposals they were striking 
against. 

In British Rail 6,500 workersin 
signals and telecommunications 
(S&T) were told that if they didn’t 
sign new contracts then they could 
stay at work but would be denied 
any access to promotion. And at 
Heathrow airport American Air- 
lines have sacked 1,000 workers 
and offered to take them back only 
if they sign contracts which spe- 
cifically exclude union recognition. 


the Gulf war. 





new offe: 


Sacking your workforce to impose 
new contracts is a long established 
union-busting ploy in the USA. In the 
face of the current recession 
bosses are turning to similar tough 
tactics in order to offload its costs 
onto the backs of the working class. 
The attack on jobs and pay at Rolls 
Royce is the part of a co-ordinated 
bosses’ offensive, writes Mark 





Workers on an overtime ban in 
Barclays Bank were suspended and 
threatened with the sack if they 
didn’t agree to work normally. 

Such actions are extreme exam- 
ples of a definite trend in British 
industrial relations. The majority of 
the big bosses still favour getting 
the unions to help them carry 
through sackings and changes in 
work practices. The scale of pay 
freezes already agreed demonstrates 
the success of this method. But two 
things are pushing the bosses to 
adopt more abrasive tactics. 

First there is the recession itself. 
After a slow start in manufacturing 
the latest recession has gathered 
pace. The carindustry, the aerospace 
industry, construction and engi- 
neering have all witnessed signifi- 
cant slumps in orders and sales. No 
matter how hard workers in these 
industries have worked over the past 
few years, no matter what conces- 
sions they have made on productiv- 


of LRCI literature from nine countries during the war, 
demonstrating our committment to fighting for a 
revolutionary defencist line, the victory of lraq, during 


The LRCI organised three well attended political 
forums: on Britain after Thatcher, on the entry tactic 
inthe German PDS, and a debate with the Intemational 
Bolshevik Tendency on the nature of the struggles in 
Eastem Europe. 

In addition LRCI comrades participated in debates 
and discussions at at least half of the 52 other forums 
and made a number of new contacts with groups and 
individuals through this intervention. 











ity and pay, the bosses’ profit sys- 
tem drives them to cut more and 
more jobs. . 

Unemployment now stands, ac- 
cording to official figures, at 
2,175,000. In reality there are an- 
other million unemployed who have 
been fiddled off the register by the 
Tories. Andin manufacturing there 
have been 94,000 sackings this year 
alone, according to a survey by the 
AEU. 

The Building Employers’ Fed- 
eration puts jobs losses in con- 
struction at 78,000 since July 1989, 
with another 100,000 sackings to 
follow this year and next. The scale 
of the job cuts needed is forcing 
management to become ever more 
ruthless in its offensive. 

The same is true of the growing 
trend towards pay freezes and pay 
cuts. Robin Leigh-Pemberton, the 
fabulously rich governor of the 
Bank of England—he has an £8 
million pound mansionin Kent and 
gota 17% pay rise last year—joined 
John Majorin calling for a concerted 
attack on wages. 

The bosses are responding to 
these calls by imposing pay cuts or 
standing firm on below-inflation 
pay offers. For example, male 
printers at the Financial Times 
have had a 13.9% pay cut imposed. 
Andin the Post Office management 
are digging their heels in on a 6% 
pay offer to the UCW. 


Cowardice 


The second factor encouraging 
the bosses to get tough is the cow- 
ardice of the unions themselves. 
The Thatcher decade, with its bat- 
tery of anti-union laws, with the 
defeats inflicted on workers fighting 
for jobs (steel, miners, seafarers, 
printers), has emboldened the 
bosses. These developments drove 
the labour movement to the right. 

The union leaders not only sur- 
passed themselves in their treach- 
ery against workers in struggle, 
they redirected the trade unions 
away from militant struggle and 
towards an overwhelmingly “serv- 
ice” role that contributed to the 
weakening of strong workplace or- 
ganisation. 

Faced with such a tame union 
movement the bosses believed they 
could get away with their new tac- 
tics. Events in the aftermath of the 
Rolls Royce sackings proved that 
their calculations were right. 

Tony Blair, Labour’s employment 


spokesman, voiced the collective 


view of the trade union leaders 
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OLLS ROYCE plan tosack at when he said of the Rolls’ sackings 
R:.:: 6,000 workers. In itself RO [LS i OG FE that they showed the “tremendous 
this is nothing new. In the problems that companies were fac- 


ing because of the recession”. These 
problems could not be resolved this 
side of a Labour government. This 
is precisely the line of the trade 
union leaders. They are bleating 
about the ill effects of the recession 
on their members, while not doing 
a thing in the here and now to 
combat them. In the pre-election 
year they are all chantingin unison, 
bring on Neil Kinnock. 

Of course, faced with events such 
as those at Rolls Royce they have 
been obliged to protest. But the 
protests were confined to seeking 
legal advice on the sackings. When 
the Rolls bosses conceded on this 
the union claimed a victory despite 
the threats still hanging over the 
workforce. As to the pay freeze and 
redundancies that the sacking were 
designed to achieve, Rolls Royce 


shop stewards, under the influence 


of MSF and AEU officials, have 
limited themselves to a ballot on an 
overtime ban. 

A ballot on strike action will be 
called only if the redundancies are 
made compulsory. The whole em- 
phasis of the campaign, however, 
has been on community meetings 
to explain why the jobs shouldn't 
be cut, lobbies of shareholders’ . 
meetings and pressure on MPs. 


= ’ 
Recession 

If the full impact of the recession 
is tobe resisted then this new realist 
approach has to be thrown out. The 
bosses’ tough tactics show their 
determination to win the class’ 
struggle. ; 

Our tactics must be equally de- 
termined and equally ruthless. We 
need to organise now, to defend the 
jobs that are being lost now. We 
need to counter the sackings— 
which are effectively lock-outs, with 
occupations of the plants with the 
stated goal of defending every job. 

In 1971 the Govan shipyard 
where workers are currently locked 
out was the scene of the famous 
Clyde sit in. In the early 1980s 
engineers at Gardner’s in Man- 
chester showed that the bosses’ 
attempts to make us pay for their 
crisis could be countered with mili- 
tant tactics. The plant was occu- 
pied and the jobs were saved. This 
is the tradition that Rolls, Govan 
and other workers facing mass 
sackings need to look to. 


Organisation 

In turn this means breaking de- 
cisively with the new realist union 
leaders and their calls to wait for 
Labour. Labour has made clear that 
it cannot afford to bring back any 
jobs destroyed in the current re- 
cession. Waiting for them simply 
means being on the dole a long 
time. In every workplace militants 
need to turn to the task of patiently 
rebuilding rank and file organisa- 
tion. 

Only if strong organisation is 
established at this level, with ac- 
countable stewards and officials, 
with democratically elected strike 
or occupation committees, with 
regular mass and section meetings, 
with a policy of fighting to defend 
every job, will the possibility of 
defeating the bosses’ offensive on 
pay and jobs be created. 

The defeats of militant trade 
unionism in the 1980s and the 
policies of the new realists today 
mean that rebuilding the fighting 
strength of rank and file workers 
cannot be simply a technical or or- 
ganisational chore. 

Militants need to understand the 
political tasks that face them, need 
to develop political answers to the 
current crisis—in short they need 
to become conscious revolutionary _ 
communists, won to a new revolu- 
tionary communist party. 








OBITUARY 


Eric 
Heffer 


AS WE go to press we have heard 





with sadness the news of the death > 


of Labour MP Eric Heffer. 

Heffer’s record as an opponent 
of capitalism and a battler for 
working class people, both before 
and after his election to pariia- 
ment, puts him into a very select 
grouping of Labour MPs. 

He stood head and shoulders 
above the trimmers and careerists 
who today swarm around Kinnock, 
amd the so called lefts who oscillate 
in and out of Kinnock’s shadow 
cabinet. 

His main strength was as a tire- 
less fighter for his working class 
constituents in Liverpool. He was a 
sharp critic of the Labour leadership 
and a defender of democracy inside 
the Labour Party. He was always 
willing to put his name, and often 
his physica! participation, to cam- 
paigns in support of workers in 
struggie—not only in Britain but 
internationaliy. Indeed, in the pa- 
rochial “little England” world of the 
Labour left he distinguished himself 

by his concem for intemational is- 
sues. 

Unfortunately, the vehicle he 
chese—the Socialist |..terna- 
tional—betrayed the interests of 
the workers of the world just as 
much as the Labour Party betrays 
them in Britain. 

Heffer liked to place himself in 
the tradition of the German revolu- 
tionary, Rosa Luxemburg. He was 
willing to work with, and write for, 
far left groupings inside and outside 
the Labour Party. But he remained 
to the end a proponent of the use- 
less strategy of transforming Labour 
into a “socialist party. 

He remained, too, a “parliamen- 
tarian”. Not only had he mastered 
parliamentary routine but he was 
apparently drawn also into the 
cameraderie of the maverick back 
benchers of all parties. 

This, and his fundamentally 

Christian approach to socialism, is 
what drew the plaudits of various 
right wing Tories on the moming 
after his death. It also brought him 
a personal congratulation from John 
Major after he battled against his 
fatal illness to condemn the Gulf 
War in parliament. 

Though he could clearly see the 
repressive apparatus of the capi 
talist state as an obstacle to so- 
cialism he saw parliament as a 
fundamentally democratic body, 
able to be transformed. 

Consequently his role was not 
only to support workers’ struggles 
like the miners’ strike and Liver- 
pool Council's defiance of rate cap- 
ping. Objectively Heffer and MPs 
like him played a role in containing 
the militant forces of workers’ 

struggle and subordinating them 
to the party of Neil Kinnock. 

Heffer saw Labour's true charac- 
ter as, fundamentally, socialist. The 
repeated betrayals of class interest 
by every Labour government in 
history he saw as aberrations. 

it is our belief in the impossibility 
of transforming the Labour Party, 
our belief that parliament can be 
used not to further the struggle for 
socialism but as a platform to ex- 
pose the crimes of the bosses, that 
separated us from Eric Heffer. 

Nevertheless we are sad to lose 
an ally in the fight against exploita- 
tion, imperialism and bureaucracy. 

The tragedy of MPs like Heffer is 
that, having renounced parliamen- 
tary careerism, having chosen to 
become the scourge of capitalism 
and the Labour leadership, they 
refuse to draw the logical conclu- 
sion and enter the fight for a revo- 
lutionary party and programme. 

The best tribute any socialist 
can pay to Eric Heffer, the best way 
of continuing all that was positive 
about his fight against capitalism, 
is to break fundamentally with the 
Labour left politics which prevented 
him from winning that fight.@ 
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O N 3 May, a meeting of NALGO 
| members working in Sheffield’s 
residential children’s homes is- 
sued a series of demands on manage- 
ment, in the context of the consistent 
underfunding of social services in 
Sheffield. 

They demanded the reopening of 
two closed units, safer working prac- 
tices and increased staffing levels. In 
addition the meeting called for the 
retum to work of four workers who had 
been suspended due to allegations of 
child abuse, and that management 
should abide by previously agreed pro- 
cedures to deal with such allegations. 

A subsequent meeting of all NALGO 
members inthe Family and Community 
Services Department backed the call 
for an indefinite strike of children’s 
residential workers but failed to back'a 
call for a strike across the whole de- 
partment. This would have been the 
key to winning the dispute. 

We began strike action on 20 May, 
which led to management miraculously 





SHEFFIELD 


Residential care strike 


In Sheffield a strike by residential children’s home workers has once again raised the 
question of child abuse and social workers. Workers Power talked to Simon Turner, one cf 
the strikers, about the problems of winning solidarity where both children’s and workers’ 


rights are at Stake. 


finding new funds to offer some lim- 
ited concessions. But the main 
sticking point was the question of 
lifting the suspensions. Management, 
and the right wing of the union, have 
accused the strikers of demanding a 
“charter for child abusers”. This has 
also been an important obstacle to 
winning support from other workers 
in the department. 

The previous procedures on deal- 
ing with allegations of abuse were not 


RAIL SELL-OUT 
Rank and file must | 


organise 





HE LEADERS of the three 
main rail unions, ASLEF, 
TSSA and RMT, have dem- 


onstrated their abject cowardice in 
the face of determined efforts by 


the British Railways Board and 


the Tory Government to hold down 
public wage increases. At least 
ASLEF and TSSA had the “good 
grace” to not even pretend toleada 
struggle for a decent pay increase, 
preferring instead to go to arbitra- 
tion. 

However, the supposedly more 
left wing leadership of RMT talked 
boldly of a determined fight for a 
“substantial” pay increase for its 
members. Early in May it turned 
down British Rail’s (BR) “final of- 
fer” of 7% as “not acceptable” and 
“well below the level of inflation”.A 
ballot of the membership for 24 
hour strikes was scheduled for 23 
and 24 May. This was pre-empted 
by BR convening the Rail Tribunal 
Machinery (RSNT) in record time. 

The RMT leadership responded 
by issuing a leaflet headed “Tribu- 
nal meets but RMT ballot goes on!”. 
Less than one week after this, RMT 
head Knapp and company had not 
only called off the ballot but had 
alsoaccepted BR’s new 7.75% offer. 
Even this could be tied to accept- 
ance of BR’s infamous restructur- 


IRELAND» 








NDER COVER of the farcical 
LU sxcaine over the venue for 

negotiations of the Brooke 
Peace Initiative the British State 
has continued its everyday “pacifi- 
cation process’—fitting up Irish 
freedom fighters and people unin- 
volved in the armed struggle alike. 
Their aim is to intimidate the entire 
nationalist population into accept- 
ing any solution they care to dictate. 
@  Dessie Ellis, the first Irish per- 
son extradited from the 26 counties 
under the 1987 Extradition Act, was 
first charged with conspiring to cause 
explosions in Britain between Janu- 
ary 1981 and October 1983. In Feb- 
ruary, magistrates accepted that he 
could not be guilty as he had not 
been in Britain at the time. Rather 
than accept that the prosecution had 






Another Knapp sellout 
ing plans ifregional management 
gets its way (see Workers Power 
*142). Thisis treachery of the worst 
order, proving once again that the 
trade union bureaucrats will sell 
their members short rather than. 
offend the owners and controllers 
of big capital. — 

This latest sell-out will mean 
yet another year of appallingly 
low pay and the working of 60 
plus hour per week for many rail 
staff. 

It comes in the wake of Jimmy 
“800 redundancies is better than 
1,000 so now we have the basis for 
the re-opening of negotiations” 
‘Knapp’s disgusting sell-out of 
London Underground workers 
who had recently voted by two to 
one to strike against job cuts. 

The lessons of these sell-outs 


failed, the magistrates imposed new 
charges, one under the Offences 
Against The Person Act and an- 
other under the Criminal Damage 
Act. 

@ In March, Kevin Barry O’Don- 
nell was acquitted of firearms 
charges at the Old Bailey. He was 
immediately re-arrested under the 
Prevention of Terrorism Act and 
served with an exclusion order. On 
his return he was told by crown 
forces “If we do not get you through 
the courts, you will be taken out by 
the loyalists”. 

After an attempt was made to 
frame him with possession of a 
RPG7 rocket launcher and rifle, he 
fled the Six Counties, saying “I have 
to get out of here because the way 
things are going, if] stay, I willend 


Satisfactory but did give some protec- 
tion to the worker as well as the child. 
They included a set period of suspen- 
sion while an investigation of the 
allegations took place. This was then 
followed by a discus¥sion with the 
union of the conclusions, leading-to 
retum to work or further suspension 
with the union’s consent. This is the 
procedure that management should 
have followed. This time they did not. 

Instead management reacted hys- 





need to be as clear as they are 
bitter. The present pack of trai- 
tors currently “leading” the rail 
unions were only too happy to 
sabotage a summer showdown 
with BR over pay in order to 
smooth the way for Neil Kinnock 
to swan into 10 Downing Street. 

The anger and frustration that 
exists among rank and file 
railworkers must not be further 
squandered. It must be used to 
begin to organise not only against 
an increasingly arrogant BR 
board, but also to shake out the 
gutless, sell-out merchants who 
currently claim tolead our unions. 

Rank and file railworkers or- 
ganise! Fight to oust the traitors, 
build cross-union links as a step 
towards one industrial union for 
all rail workers! 


up back in Crumlin Road Jail, or 
worse.” 
@ In May former Sinn Fein Public- 
ity Director, Danny Morrison was 
jailed for eight years along with 
seight others for the “false impris- 
onment” of RUC double agent 
Sandy Lynch. Lynch was being 
prepared for a press conference 
where he would have revealed his 
role, together with details of the 
RUC blackmail which led to his 
betrayals, when the RUC and Brit- 
ish Army arrested Morrison at a 
house in Lenadoon. 

In one 18 month period Lynch 
was paid £50,000 by the RUC. He 
must have earned even more for 
his part in the frame up of Morrison. 
Diplock Court Judge Brian Hutton 
admitted there was a “reasonable 


terically, Suspending all four mem- 
bers without informing them of their 
reasons whilst at the same time in- 
forming the police. 

This blatant disregard forthe rights 
of workers arises as a result of an 
arrest at a unit that NALGO had been 
demanding an inquiry into for years, 
in the face of management indiffer- 
ence. As a result of this episode, and 
with increasing witch-hunting by the 
media against social workers, man- 
agement now go straight to the po- 
lice, without abiding even by the former 
inadequate procedure. This also al- 
lows the City Council to wash its 
hands of all responsibility. 

An indication of how seriously the 
allegations are taken by the police is 
shown by the time they took to start 
investigations: four months in the- 
case of two of the suspendees. In 
one case investigations were only 
precipitated by industrial action! 

The right for the workforce to con 
trol suspensions isa hard won right. 
The loss of this will leave workers on 
their own with difficult and in some 
cases resentful children, open to alle- 
gations on only the child’s word. This 
is a problem exacerbated by low 


Staffing levels. This is no protection © 


for either the child, if there is an 
abuser at work, or the worker. 

Where police investigations are 
completed and no charges have been 
pressed we demand an immediate 
retum to work of those workers. 

Where an investigation has not 
been completed we demand the un- 
ion has access to all the information 
and the. retum of these workers to 
non-sensitive areas. At all times we 
demand that management follows 
agreed procedures. 

it is the workers that care forthese 
children that take accusations of child 
abuse seriously, not a management 
that has shown blatant neglect for 
the children under our care." 


OUT NOW! 


SMASH THE ACT! 


Pamphlet on the struggle 
against the Employment 
Contracts Bill in New 
Zealand 


Produced by 
Workers Power (New Zealand) 
£2 inc p&p 








Business as usual for the British state 


possibility” that Morrison had been 
setting up a news conference, and 
even described Lynch as a man of 
“no moral worth whatsoever”. 
Demonstrating the addage that it 
takes one to recognise one the judge 
decided to convict Morrison re- 
gardless. 

The British labour movement 
must fight to free Danny Morrison 


-and all those Republican fighters 


like him left to rot in Britain’s 
prisons while the likes of Brooke 
talk of “peace” and carry out acts o! 
war. 


JUSTICE FOR DESSIE ELLIS 
CAMPAIGN 


c/o Haringey IBRG, 
Horsey Library, Haringey Park, 
Crouch End, London N8& 
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The Tories came to power in 1979 determined to 
cut public spending. Despite successive rounds of 
cuts in the 1980s health spending still grew. The 
achievement of a public health service free at the 
point of need is a gain that the Tories have long 
targetted. But precisely because of its popularity 
they have never dared mount a direct attack on 


free health care. 


Faced with this dilemma during the nurses’ pay 
dispute in 1987-88 Thatcher announceda 
“whirlwind review” of NHS funding. The result was 
the plan for an NHS “internal market” whose first 
stage came into operation in April. 

Jane Potter looks at what is happening the the 
NHS under the new Tory legislation. ~ 


was a Tory health minister, 
once complained: 

“There is virtually no limit to the 
amount of medical care an indi- 
vidual is capable of absorbing.” 

The internal market places a real 
and very familiar limit on that care: 
cash. 

At the same time it has estab- 
lished a two-tier health service, 
where those whose GP or health 
authority can pay more for services 
will get them quicker. 

The emphasis is no longer on 
carers and patients but on pur- 
chasers and providers. From now 
on as well as the question “what 
care is needed” health workers and 
managers alike will have to con- 
sider “how much does it cost?” 


Budget 


For the first time District Health 
Authorities (DHAs) have a finite 
budget, allocated according to 
number of people in their district. 
No one knows what is really going 


vss POWELL, when he 


_to happen to those who overspend, 


but the logic of the internal market 
is that the weakest.go to the wall. 
Hospitals which do not sack enough 
workers or cut costs drastically 
enough will be threatened with clo- 
sure. 

Under the new system both 
DHAs and so called GP budget 
holders buy services from indi- 
vidual hospitals and units. 

Those that are willing and able 
to pay above the contract price can 
buy preferential treatment for their 
local patients. This is called fast 
track treatment: some know it bet- 
ter as queue jumping. 

So for between £10,000 and 
£25,000 above the normal price 


health authorities get a guarantee . 


from Christie’s Hospital in. Man- 
chester to admit non-emergency 
cancer patients within two weeks 
instead of the normal six. 

Watford General Hospital has 
offered fast track treatment to the 
patients of two budget holding GPs 
inexchange for contracts worth £1.5 
million. 


Forced 


At the end of the day there is less 
choice for patients. And the more 
health authorities are forced to 
make extra-contractual payments 
the quicker their budgets will run 
out leaving no choice for patients 
other than the waiting list. 

Trusts area law unto themselves. 
They can opt out of nationally 
agreed Whitley Council rates of pay, 
cut services that don’t break even, 
charge what they like for those that 
do, de-recognise unions. We won’t 
even know about much of this as 
the Trusts’ business affairs are se- 
cret. 

Millions have been spent on get- 
ting the bureaucratic machinery in 
place to price all the services, draw 
up contracts, issue bills. They have 


n% - tt ye.) 
Seton? 61 er “1 USI PEW 


spent £80 million alone on bringing 
in new management structures: 
enough for 8,000 hip replacements. 
Added to this they have spent £115 
million setting up contracts and 
establishing Trusts. 

Management consultants Coop- 
ers, Lybrandand Deloitte who were 
paid to vet all the Trust applica- 
tions earned a tidy £563,000 for 
their troubles. Nearly enough to 
run three hospital wards for a year. 
Even then the government didn’t 
listen to this costly advice. The con- 
sultants recommended only 14 as 
financially watertight out of the 56 
that were actually accepted for trust 
status! 

Chaos has reigned in the run up 
to 1 April which was not only the 
start of the market but the dead- 
line for DHAs to have balanced 
their books. This was to create a 
“level playing field” for the market 
to operate on. It certainly has lev- 
elled many hospitals. It has led to 
over 9,000 bed closures. 3,250 have 
remained closed—2,000 of them in 
London. 

Some districts had to make mas- 
sive cuts in order to clear enormous 
debts. West Lambeth had to clear 
an overspend of £9.8 million. Many 
were unable to meet the deadline 
despite slashing services. This is 
certain to lead to even bigger cuts 
this year. Not only do their manag- 
ers still have to clear those debts 
but they also have to find extra 
cash to finance the cost of the 
changes. 

The effect of the changes has been 
a scale of redundancies unprec- 
edented in the NHS—900 at Guy’s 
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and Bradford is just the start. In 
response the Tories say that the 
NHS is not there to provide jobs for 
workers but to provide health care 
for patients. They are trying to set 
patients against health workers. 
But at Guy’s Hospital the 600 
redundancies have not been 


matched by the equivalent cut in 


Tories’ NHS tim 


work expected. So health workers, 
already stressed and overworked, 
will be expected to do the work of 
those that are sacked. This will 
create dangerous situations where 
mistakes can be made and lives 
lost. 

The internal market has upped 
the pace of privatisation in the an- 
cillary services. One thousand do- 
mestic jobs in South Glamorgan 
have gone and the work has been 
put out to private contractors. The 


' domestic services at University 


College Hospital, London—already 
cut to the bone—have just been 
privatised. 

Predictably management have 
seen 1 April as the signal for new 
strong arm tactics. Royal Oldham 
Hospital sacked 34 medical records 
staff for taking strike action over 
regrading to get a pay rise of less 
than £7. 

Clearly the NHS Act is already 
inflicting damage on the NHS. But 
there is still worse to come. 

The government was forced to 
modify its original proposals in the 
White Paper because of the obvi- 
ous chaos it would cause if imple- 
mented at a stroke. Last year East 
Anglia Regional Health Authority 
ran a three day workshop simulat- 
ing the internal market. During 
this exercise the market crashed! 

So for the first year managers 
have to operate what is known as 
the “steady state”, limiting con- 
tracts to previous patterns of health 
provision. These modifications 
which restrict the market for an 
initial period will be removed after 
the first year. Then the real market 
will be in place and, as in all mar- 


kets, it will lead to the survival of 
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the fittest. 

It is estimated it will take an- 
other four years before the main 
250 acute hospitals will have put a 
price on the thousands of services 
they provide. After that there will 
still be 2,000 hospitals not linked 
into the computer costing of serv- 
ices. 

“It will be a market without a 
price mechanism” wrote the 
Guardian. But in fact, like all mar- 
kets, the NHS internal market will 
quickly create a price mechanism. 
Long before the mainframe com- 
puters have costed services the 
market will reveal who can provide 
them the cheapest. And the whole 
market mechanism is designed to 
drive to the wall those who refuse 
to cut costs and standards, those 
who refuse to attack the pay and 
conditions of NHS staff, those who 
are prepared to pay for the expen- 
sive medicines to meet the needs of 
individual patients. 


Queues 


Budget holding GPs are seen by 
Waldegrave as the “standard bear- 
ers” of the market. Already they 
are jumping the queues. He hopes 
that patients at non-budget hold- 
ing surgeries will demand their GPs 
enter into the fray and get them 
treatment as quickly. Just as with 
the Poll Tax the Tories have de- 
signed their reforms to undermine 
services through pressure from be- 
low. 

Inevitably the internal market 
will create the impetus for an ex- 
ternal market. As GP’s budgets are 
fixed they will turn to the only too 
willing cheapskate private clinics 









ITH OPTING out a reality, 
militants in the hospitals 
and other health services 


that are now run as Trusts are faced 
with a choice. Should we stick with 
national agreements, however bad 
they are, or should unions go it alone 
at a local level? 

Many in the unions see the way 
forward as local branches negotiat- 
ing better deals within the individual 
Trusts. The union bureaucrats say 
that opting out offers a golden oppor- 
tunity to improve local union organi- 
sation. But this is merely a cover for 
the fact that they have failed to offer 
any strategy to fight the Tories’ NHS 
and Community Care Act. All they can 
do now is to pretend things are not as 
bad as they seem. 

In reality they are worse. 

While some well organised local 
unions may not immediately suffer 
under the Trusts, the less well organ- 
ised areas will be targetted for attack 
with the aim of squeezing them out. 
Before, the stronger parts of the un- 
ion—mainly in the biggercities—could 
fight for a national agreement and 
protect the weaker areas. Now we will 
be fighting separately. 

Trusts will now be able to de-recog- 
nise trade unions, cut wages, change 
working conditions and tear up existing 
contracts. Managers will try to intro- 
duce fixed-term contracts, e.g. Six 
months, so that you can be discarded 
or victimised at the end of the term. 
They will try to individualise their 
contracts and bring in performance 
related pay. In addition services will 
be drastically hit. 

Sounds far fetched? Already there 





if NHS trust prices are too high. If 
the Trusts want to increase profits 
they will have to search for it from 
private health care and that will be 
at the expense of NHS patients 

It is clear that under the market 
hospitals will drop services and 
narrow them down to what is 
profitable. All the evidence from 
the private sector supports the view 
that having a wide range of treat- 
ments is less profitable. So pa- 
tients are going to have their choices 
cut further. They may be sent miles 
for the simplest of treatment be- 
cause their local hospital has 
stopped providing it. 

To the Range Rover owning upper 
classes this means nothing. To the 
masses of unemployed, elderly and 
low paid who rely on public trans- 
port it will mean human misery on 
a vast scale. 

Another casualty as the free 
market blossoms will be the big 
teaching hospitals, particularly in 
London. They have much higher 
costs than most other hospitals and 
this will put them at a disadvan- 
tage in the market place. The cost 
of their general treatments will be 
higher and they will forced to drop 
them. Some teaching hospitals will 


be forced to close and training of 
new doctors could be threatened. 
As the logic of the market grips 
the NHS » ore hospitals «il have 
to close a3 be turned over to the 
private he-'th sector or changed 
into leisure cen -°s for the rich. 
Then the Ti) tes i uz on will 
have been -hieved: to smash up 
the NHS« ating a priv ite health 
care marke ior thosé tai can af- 
ford it and a shoddy second class 
system for ose .% 


have been wage cuts of around £40 
per month for staff in Lincolnshire 
Ambulance Trust. The Northumber- 
land Ambulance Trust is considenng 
not recognising COHSE. 

The Trust managers have become 
paranoid about “whistle blowers"— 


workers or consultants who go public » 


about bad standards of service. Many 
health workers have a “professional” 
code that obliges them to speak out 
if they see sub-standard care. But 
with the new Trusts public image 
takes precedence over everything. 
Who will but their services if there Is 
bad publicity? So managers are gear- 
ing up to silence health workers with 
strict disciplinary codes and even new 
contracts for doctors. 

its time we organised to stop the 
attacks. Why wait for them to take us 
on Trust by Trust and hospital by 
hospital? We need national strike 
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action by all health workers to stop 
any.more opt-outs and to smash the 
NHS Act. Workers in areas planning 
to become trusts must show the way 
forward by organising demonstrations, 
occupations and strikes to ruin their 
local managers’ plans. 

Trade unionists need to fully dis- 
cuss the implications of their service 
opting out and and hammer out a 
response on pay, conditions and un- 
ion recognition. | 


Attack 

By removing these services from 
health authority and NHS control, the 
managers no longer need to stick to 
any national agreements whatsoever. 
Managers will set the agenda, decid- 
ing when and where to attack working 
conditions. They may try to set up 
staff meetings to discuss with first 
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Kemp, a COHSE steward in 
South Yorkshire, outlines an action 
programme for workers fighting 
within the new NHS trusts. 
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level managers. These are designed 
to undermine the unions, to get 
changes through without consultation. 
To counter this we must fight for ever 
increasing control by the workforce. 

Management should not be allowed 
to breathe without our agreement. 
We need to aim for 100% trade union 
membership in the Trusts and recog- 
nition for all TUC unions! Unions must 
fight any agreement that excludes 
sister TUC unions. NUPE, COHSE and 
NALGO which propose to merge in 
the next few years must not agree to 
deals that recognise them, and not 
other TUC unions. 

Already scab leaders of the EEPTU 
have mooted the idea of single union 
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E oe big lie behind the Tory health 

reforms is that the market can 

meet individual need. Walkdegrave 
said about the reforms: 

“Local District Health Authorities 
now have the responsibility for se- 
curing the health services local 
people need, from whichever hospi 
tal or unit can best deliver them.” 

From the NHS to Eastem Europe 
the Tories argue that the market isa 
better system to provide what peo- 
ple need than a planned system. 

Facts prove the opposite: 

Q On 11 April a woman referred to 
Guys for a sterilisation by her GP 
was refused because her health 
authority would not pay for it. 

O At St Mary's in London doctors 
are not being given firm admis- 
sion dates for their patients in 
case the referring district has no 
cash. This has meant that clerical 
assistants are: having to take 
decisions on which patients can 
be admitted as emergencies not 
on any clinical judgement but on 
the basis of hard cash. 

G A woman in Manchester was re- 
fused the drugs she needed for 
her treatment because they were 
too expensive. GPs with limited 
budgets will now be very reluctant 
to take on “sxpensive“ patients. 
Anyone who needs expensive 
drugs may find themselves with- 
out a GP. 

O If a person gets ill whilst on holi- 
day and is taken to a hospital 
that their own health authority 
does not have a contract with 
then the health authority where 
the accident takes place is not 
obliged to pay for non-emerger- 
cies. They could be refused treat- 
ment unless they were to pay 
themselves. A woman in an acct 
dent in Leeds was asked to pay 
for dental treatment because her 
own Health Authority would not 


The 
market 


and the 
olan 


pay. 
So much for the market address- 


» ing the needs of the population. The 


market provides a service on the 
basis of profitability. Only a plan can 
actually address need. 

The NHS however is a good exant 
ple of a badly planned industry. It 
has been starved of cash for years. 
When it was set up in 1948 Labour 
Heaith Minister Aneurin Bevan made 
concessions to consultants who have 
tried to milk the service dry through 
their private work ever since. He 
refused to make local health boards 
electable, so the NHS is controlled 
by govemment appointees. It has 
been taken further and further away 
from the health workers and the 
patients. It is without doubt guilty of 
inefficiency and waste. 

immediately, as well as scrapping 
the NHS Act, we need to fight for a 
massive injection of government 
cash to: 

e abolish waiting lists 
¢ reverse all cuts and privatisations 
e abolish low pay in the NHS 

But in the long term most NHS 
workers and patients know that 
simply throwing money at the NHS 


will not really ensure that all needs 
are catered for. The planning of health 
care has got to be put in the hands of 
those who work in the service and 
those that receive it. 

Labour promises to abolish the 
market in health care and take the 
Trusts back into the NHS. Labour 
recognises that it would be taking 
over a health service in deep crisis. 
However the manifesto A fresh start 
for health stops short of promising a 
massive injection of funds. It is a 
con. Labour see the NHS as an ex- 
cellent election ticket and they are 
cynically using it. Those electors 
that have been won to Labour over 
the NHS must demand that they 
provide the funds that are really nec- 
essary to provide a service that is 
free and available to all at the point 
of need. 

Our answer is to plan health care 
through the democratic decisions of 
producers and consumers working 
together. That means workers’ con- 
trol and the fight for workers’ man- 
agement in the hospitals, ensuring 
proper staffing levels, the highest 
standards of patient care, proper 
wages and benefits for health work- 
ers. The health service would be 
accountable to community bodies 
elected by the working class who 
could really identify their local needs. 

At a national level resources would 
have to be allocated to meet locally 
identifled needs in full. For that to 
happen we would need a workers’ 
government, a government that is 
prepared to put the interests of 
working people above all other in- 
terests. Only such a govemment 
would be prepared to put in the 
funds required, prepared to national 
ise all the drug and supply companies 
that at present make huge profits 
out of people’s misery, 27i<i to erad?- 
cate all the social causes of ill 
health.@ 





deals with the RCN representing the 
nurses and the EEPTU the rest. There 
must be no single union agreements, 
no sweetheart deals and no recogni- 
tion for scab organisations like the 
RCN. 

We must fight for one health serv- 
ice union. Until then we must organ- 
ise TUC-only joint stewards’ commit- 
tees. 

Militants in the three unions that 
are to merge must push for any new 
union structure to be controlled by 
the rank and file and for the three 
unions to organise joint action. The 
union leaders. said it would improve 
our union strength. Lets see them 
prove it now that we are under attack! 

We should fight to retain national 
rates of pay. The unions when negoti- 
ating nationally should say they want 
the trusts included and should remain 
in dispute until every health worker is 
covered by national pay agreements. 

Health workers will rightly point out 
that the union have done little on a 
national level to get decent pay but 
the way to resolve this is not to fight 
our own little corners but to make the 
health unions put in for a good claim 
and back it up with strike action. 

The only comparison we need with 
industry is that of the average indus- 
trial wage. No health worker should 
get less than that! 


Retain 


in a similar vein we. must retain all 
national disciplinary, grievance and 
conditions of service agreements. The 
unions must not allow new grades of 
workers to come in where their job 
descriptions are decided at unit level. 
© No wage cuts! No job losses! The 

health unions must organise na- 
tional action to stop the redundan- 
cies at Guy's, Bradford and any 
other hospital. 

Q) If any union branch is not recog: 
nised then all unions must call 
immediate national all-out strike 
action! 

Of course the union will raise the 
spectre of the anttunion laws and 
that we will contravene them. This is 
another clear choice: cither we allow 
our national union structure to be 
weakened leading to de-unionisation 
of some hospitals or we prepare to 
take on the laws. 

four unions are attacked we should 
demand the TUC calls everyone out 
to defend us iii an indefinite general 
strike to smash thes= laws. If they 
won't do anything, whi: is very likely, 
health workers must go straight to 
rank and file workers in other indus 
tries. There is a good record of soli 
darity action with health workers end 
we should not be afraid to go out and 
call for it ourselves & 
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The real cause 
of famine 


are currently “officially” af- 

fected by famine. That is a 
total of 29 million people across the 
continent. Seventeen million of 
those in the three countries of Su- 
dan, Somalia and Ethiopia. In the 
Sudan one third of the population 
faces food shortages in what officials 
from the Save the Children cam- 
paign are calling the worst famine 
in living memory. 

Even if emergency food aid 
reaches those suffering the pros- 
pects are bleak. These nations are 
amongst the poorest in the world. 
Those affected by famine have usu- 
ally sold everything before arriving 
at a refugee camp. To add to the 
problems the Sahara desert has 
over the last century. advanced 
more than 150 kilometres south as 
fertile land has been degraded. 

While Princess Anne exhorts us 
to “Skip Lunch/Save a Life” and 
ageing pop stars get ready to boost 
their record sales with a few char- 
ity gigs the real reasons for the 
famine are glossed over. The rea- 
sons most commonly given are 
natural disasters such as the fail- 
ure of the rains. Added to this are 
the usual human causes; corrupt 
government and perpetual, seem- 
ingly pointless, civil war. The role 
of the west in the worsening situ- 
ation in Africa is for the most part 
conveniently ignored. | 

The main reason behind famin 
of the sort being experienced in 
Africa today is that the peasantry 
is not allowed to keep any surplus 
food to see them through a bad 
harvest. Increasing taxes, low “farm 
gate” prices, extortionate interest 
rates when money is borrowed for 
seeds and a poor transport net- 
work which stops easy access to 
markets: these are the social factors 
which mean that millions are un- 
able to save anything. 

In Sudan throughout the 1970s 
and 80s the pressure was forever 
increasing on the peasantry to sell 
food to ‘pay off taxes and loans 
rather than save a portion for future 
consumption. Poverty led to in- 
creasing landlessness. Coupled 
with that was the use of best land 
in the country for the growing of 
cash crops such as castor and cot- 
ton. 

During the 1984 famine food 
production per head was at a low 
level, but it had been lower twice in 
the previous twenty years without 
a famine. So even though there 
was enough food around, millions 
starved while tens of thousands of 
acres of the best farming land was 
given over to crops for the west. 

While Sudan has now turned over 
a large part of its cash crop land to 
the production of dura, the staple 
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. food crop, it now faces different 


problems. It has recently been de- 
clared “non co-operative” by the 
IMF because it rejected the IMF’s 
austerity package to get rid of its 
$13 billion debt and $7 billion ar- 
rears. Consequently the USA has 
refused aid, the EEC has stopped 
its annual aid of $60 million and 
the World Bank has said “no new 
money’. 

The message is clear from the 
imperialists, conduct your economic 
affairs as we say or your people will 
starve. The USA even ties aid to 
political interests by law. In the 
USA Public Law 480 has a number 
of aims, one being to alleviate mal- 
nutrition in the world. But this is 


explicitly linked to the expansion 
of markets for US farm products 
and the advance of the objectives of 
US foreign policy. 

A Somali charity worker said re- 
cently “When the port of Berbera 
was considered a strategic base we 
really hadan ace. Now noone really 
cares”. He was referring to the $600 
million worth of aid from the USA 
which Somalia received during the 
1980s when it was considered an 
important ally of the west after the 
Ethiopian revolution. At the same 
time the USA suspended all aid to 
Ethiopia due to the nationalisation 
of US companies there. 

In 1986 at the United Nations, 


the Organisation of African Unity 


argued. that “The central issue is 
what the international community 
does in alleviating the debt-service 
obligations of African countries”. 
Not surprisingly discussion of this 
was ruled out by the western na- 
tions led by the USA, Britain and 
Japan. Africans can starve as long 
as the imperialist bosses get their 
money. 

On top of debt, the other main 
contributory factor to famine is war. 
Ethiopia, Sudan and Somalia are 
all currently ravaged by civil war. 
Here again the west is far from 
blameless. The rebels fighting for 
an Eritrea independent from 
Ethiopia have been struggling for 


their freedom for over thirty years. 


The west first of all backed Haile 
Sellassie and despite all the rheto- 
ric against the now departed 
Mengistu they refused to back the 
rebels against his government. 

The most horrific case of civil 
war, however, has to be in Mozam- 
bique. Here the South African 
backed rebels of Renamo have 
brought a relatively prosperous 
country to its knees. The vast ma- 
jority of the country’s two million 
famine victims are in the areas 
where the rebels have been active. 

The greed of the western bosses 
over the debt repayments and the 
cynicism with which they back gov- 
ernments and rebels which seem 
sympathetic to them is matched by 
their tardiness in giving aid. World 
famine relief donations are down 4- 
5% since last year. Even when the 
bosses decide to give aid it is either 
late or goes via official charities 
which rely heavily on often repres- 
sive governments. 

An EEC Audit Commission re- 
cently revealed that the average 
time period from first request for 
food till it arrives at the port of the 
affected country is 419 days! In 1983, 
thirty times more money was being 
sent to Ethiopia through official 
channels than was being sent to 
agencies which intervened directly 
in the war zonesand were supported 
by the rebels. The International Red 
Cross did not want to rock the boat 
and so Eritreans got very little relief 
from them. It was left to their own 
Eritrean Relief Association to dis- 
tribute food to those in the war zone. 

Africa has the ability to be a rich 
continent. A recent UN study 
showed that it has the potential to 
feed 1.5 times its projected popula- 
tion in the year 2000. Instead ex- 
ploitation, debt burdens and war 
are rapidly turning the whole con- 
tinent into the kind of place Michael 
Buerk described during the Ethio- 
pian famine of 1984: 

“This place, say the workers here, 
is the closest thing to hell on 
earth.” 


HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS of people have been killed 
this year by so called “natural disasters”. Africa is once 
again in the grip of famine. Bangladesh has suffered a 
catastrophic cyclone. A massive outbreak of cholera 
has gripped Latin America. In every case the majority of 
the victims are poor people. Though floods, crop failure 
and disease can be the product of nature, these disas-. 
ters are “man made”, When the westem media is not 
blaming the hand of God it blames the victims them- 
selves. That is why one Tory MP suggested that the 
west should send not food to Bangladesh but condoms! 
The hundreds of thousands dead in Africa, Asia and 
Latin Amenca did not die from “natural causes”. The 
real cause was the imperialist system which impover- 
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ishés millions, prevents balanced economic develop- 
ment and guarantees the power of a corrupt elite in the 


semi-colonial countries. 


On these pages Andy Smith looks at the economic 


causes of the African famine. Colin Lioyd reveals the i. 


poverty and land hunger that condemn Bangladeshi 2 
peasants to the constant threat of destruction. Below | 
Julio Prieto of the Peruvian Trotskyist group Poder 

Obrero, explains the class issues behind the cholera 

outbreak and outlines the programme of action needed 


to fight it. 





N RECENT years the political elite in 
[Per has put forward a series of 

packages to make Peru a “modem 
and prosperous country ready for the 
third millenium”. Paradoxically it is 
thanks to these measures, which have 
impoverished the people, that cholera 
has been let loose—a plague more 
appropriate to the middle ages and to 
the most backward societies. 

The Peruvian bourgeoisie has al 
ways refused to. deal with diseases 
which afflict the most marginalised 
sections of society, Cholera is a dis- 
ease that only attacks the undemour- 
ished and kills those who lack medi- 
cal attention. This epidemic has af- 
fected only the tens of thousands of 
poor Peruvians and has not extended 
into the better fed sections of the 
population. 

Figures from the health ministry 
show that the epidemic is only in its 
first phase, so it could easily affect 
300,000 people and kill 9,000. 

Recent economic measures have 
reduced real wages by at least a third, 
condemned 80% of Peruvians to ur 
employment or short time working. 
Those few “privileged” who have a job 
hardly eam more than a quarter of the 
minimum income for a family on the 
breadline. 

Parliament has approved a budget 
where only 4% goes on health care. 
Ten times that amount goes to the 
forces of repression and to the multi- 
national banks. The bizarre logic of 
capitalism means that medicine in 
Peru is more expensive than.in more 
developed countries. The black mar- 
ket in medicine can be even more 
lucrative than currency speculation. 

The Peruvian bourgeoisie is worried 
by the epidemic, but not for medical 
reasons. Its main concemis economic 
and political. 

Every one of its projects is designed 
to bring about “re-entry into the world 
financial system”—in other words to 
open up Peru as much as possible to 
the imperialist capitalists. So they 
prioritise exports and the generation 
of foreign exchange to service the 
external debt. . 

But fear of cholera has meant that 
some $150 million worth of agricul 
tural and marine exports have been 
lost. The fishing and canning indus- 
tries were amongst the few that were 
growing. Now they are in danger of 
losing outlets and markets, undermin- 
ing the bourgeoisie’s accumulation of 
foreign exchange. 

The epidemic has struck while the 
government is pushing through aus- 
terity measures; privatisations, clo- 
sure of unprofitable businesses and 
mass redundancies. It fears that the 
epidemic will feed the anger of the 
exploited and unleash a social up- 
heaval, 
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Victims of Bangladesh cyclone 









PERU 


Cholera — an 
capitalist 
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Having plunged the masses into 
ever deeper poverty the bourgeoisie 
now blames the poorest sections of 
society for the outbreak of cholera. It 
is conducting a campaign to prove 
that the epidemic is a product of the 
vile personal habits of Peruvians. The 
minister for health declared that “we 
are all to blame for what has hap- 
pened” and that “the people bear 
responsibility”. 

But a people’s conditions of hy- 
giene are subject to their material 
circumstances. It is capitalist exploi- 
tation which causes the lack of re- 
sources for the majority of Peruvians: 
they cannot refrigerate their food or 
cook it thoroughly in hygienic condi- 
tions. They lack clean water for 
washing and adequate medicine to 
prevent illness. The Peruvian masses 
wretched income forces them to eat 
produce that is cheap and of dubious 
quality. 


Price 


Doctors in Peru have made a series 
of recommendations on how to avoid 
cholera. They have told Peruvian 
workers to wash regularly and boil 
drinking water for ten minutes. But 
the price of energy in Peru is amongst 
the highest in the southem hemi- 
sphere. An average family would have 
a monthly electricity bill higher than 
the minimum wage if it boiled all 
drinking water for ten minutes! Gas 
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and kerosene prices are also sky high. 
And 75% of homes in Peru have no 
piped water or regular supply. The 
vast majority are obliged to drink wa- 
ter that has not been scientifically 
processed for hygiene. Most water 
from the state agency SEDAPAL con- 
tains bacteria and sediment. 

The doctors have told us not to 
bathe in the sea. Amidst the heat and 
the expense of any other form of rec- 
reation, this deprives the poor of one 
of their cheapest and most favourite 
pastimes. If we bathe in polluted wa- 
ter it is because beaches are the 
drains for waste from the cities and 
from the factories. 

Lima is increasingly a metropolis of 
filth. It creates plenty of resources 
which could keep it in a state of public 
health. But the bosses prefer to invest 
in. the cleanliness of their own dis- 
tricts and neglect most of the other 
areas. There is a ready supply of labour 
for public health improvements and 
the construction of water supplies, 
but the bourgeoisie demands “ration- 
alisation” and mass lay offs. 

As far as fishing is concemed there 
are many problems. While the Minis- 
try of Health recommended that Peru- 
vians stop consuming fish the Presi- 
dent lives on fish salad! And this call 
to stop eating fish is a classic exam- 
ple of the way in which the semi- 
colonial ruling class unloads the bur- 
den of the public health scandal onto 
the workers and small producers. 
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immediately affected are the 
150,000 families who depend on 
catching,. processing and selling the 
fish. The government has offered them 
no protection or compensation. 

in addition the government has 
tumed on the thousands of street 
vendors who exist one stage above 
begging in the cities of Peru. The 
cholera epidemic was the signal for a 
huge campaign against the street 
vendors. The police, media and mu- 
nicipal authorities want to force peo- 
ple to stop eating in the streets. 

But the poor eat food from the 
street vendors because elsewhere the 
prices are prohibitive. Those who work 
as street vendors do it because they 
have no other means of survival. If 
they really want to integrate the thou- 
sands of vendors into the productive 
sector the government would have to 
offer them jobs and wages. 


Class 


Not only does the ruling class have 
no programme for integrating the 
street vendors; every day they create 
more through their policy of mass 
redundancies. 

it is true that a high percentage of 
the vendors sell food that is low quality 
and has a disgusting standard of hy- 
giene. They are forced to use cheap 
and potentially dangerous ingredients 


to survive the economic crisis. The 


way to deal with this is to form work- 
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ers’ and poor people's inspection 
committees, responsible to mass 
meetings. This is the only way to 
control the retailing of food by these 
small producers without resorting to 
corruption and state repression. 

Police repression is vented against 
the poor. But those who own the 
factories that destroy public health 
go unpunished. So do the enterprises 
which market low quality food, the 
bosses who make millions from Sell- 
ing mouldy rice and rotten meat. 

Behind the “war against cholera” 
lies an economic war. Many groups of 
capitalists see the outbreak of cholera 
as a way to make a fast buck. Fish is 
the cheapest food and rich in nutrients. 
But the inability to make sure the fish 
is not infected has led to hundreds of 
tons of fish being burned in this starv- 
ing country. The huge oligopolies 
which produce other meats were quick 
to raise prices. The big chicken breed- 
ers, like the Ikeda family which con- 
trols a third of the chicken trade, 
immediately boosted the price when 
the epidemic broke out. 

As well as the “contamination free” 
food monopolies the kerosene sellers 
and the water sellers have made a 
killing during the epidemic, boosting 
the prices as demand increased. 

When the epidemic broke out the 
goverment allocated only $4 million 
to fight it. Now that fund is exhausted. 
Experts estimate that for every 10,000 
cholera patients at least £2 million is 
needed. Where the disease leads to 
dehydration the cost of treatment in- 
creases 15 times. The extreme pov- 
erty of the Peruvian masses has led 
some experts to predict hundreds of 
thousands of patients before the epi- 
demic runs its course, at the cost of 
tens of millions of dollars. 

Faced with the cholera epidemic, 
the response of the Peruvian bosses 
has been a series of programmes so 
limited that they cannot confront the 
task of treating the victims or at- 
tacking the causes and spread of the 
disease. 

Only the workers, peasants, urban 
poor and the small producers have 
the interest and ability to fight the 
epidemic. 

The epidemic could have been 
halted or eradicated if medicine were 
socialised and food and health serv- 
ices nationalised under workers’ 
control. 

The workers leaderships—the 
United Left and the PUM—only de- 
mand technical and short term meas- 
ures which in no way attack the struc- 


‘tural causes of the epidemic. They 


demand more medicine, closure of 
polluted beaches, cheaper water and 
kerosene. All of these are necessary 
in the short term. But the public out- 
cry about the epidemic should be 


focused against its real causes: pov- 
erty, low wages, corruption, lack of 
development, the absence of the most 
basic public services. 

The real guilt for the outbreak of 
cholera in Peru lies with the diseased 
system called capitalism. It is capital 
ism which condemns the majority to 
live in poverty. At moments of crisis 
imperialism defends its interests only 
by further ruining the poor. The more 
imperialism squeezes the debt ridden 


countries of Latin America, the more 


whole sections of the population be- 
come prey to diseases like cholera. 
Poder Obrero (Peru) is fighting to 
force the unions and the Popular Na- 
tional Assembly to campaign for: 

@ abolition of all taxes on public utili- 
ties and fuel 

@ raising the living standards of the 
population. Raise wages to cover 
the minimum family budget ($500). 
Instead of sackings there must be 
a programme of public works to 
put an end to unemployment. Share 
work amongst the population with 
no loss of pay. 

@ nationalising without compensa- 
tion, under workers’ control, the 
big companies which produce 
medicine and food and of all prt- 
vate clinics. 

@ workers’ committees of inspection 
for prices, supply and quality of 
food and water 

@® a vast increase in spending on 
health, water and sewage disposal. 
Tax the rich, cancel the external 
debts and expropriate the capital 
ists! 


Sacrifices 


The bourgeoisie sing the praises of 
the “stoical people of Peru” who have 
put up with so many sacrifices. The 
truth is that these sacrifices have 
been forced on the working class by 
the leaders who have sold out strug- 
gles one after the other and who now 
stand impotent faced with the hammer 
blows of state repression. 

“Christian patience” and the Pope's 
prayers have had their effect. The 
“Lord” has sent us cholera. The more 
we leave the bosses to carry out their 
attacks on the people the more we 
will be condemned to poverty and 
disease. 

We need to centralise all struggles, 
prepare for a democratic rank and file 
congress of the CGTP (TUC) and 
Popular National Assembly, form 
workers’ committees with delegates 
recallable and elected to mass meet- 
ings and prepare for a general strike. 
Only this will bring the hour nearer 
when the bourgeoisie are punished by 
the anger of the proletariat and their 
poverty—and disease-ridden system 
abolished for good.@ 


BANGLADESH 02229\2ss%e: 
swept up the Bay of Bengal, 


engulfing the coastal islands 
of Bangladesh in a 20 foot tidal wave. 
The estimated death toll ranges be- 
tween 100,000 and 200,000, with 
tens of thousands already dead from 
the ensuing famine and disease. 

The massive loss of life occurred 
despite the fact that scientist had 
tracked the storm for several days, 
and despite the fact that 21,000 
trained volunteers had been sent out 
to give Bangladeshi peasants two 
days waming. 

Faced with the scale of horror, and 
the fact that Bangladesh is sited in 
an area prone tocyclones, floods and 
famines it is all too easy to throw up 
one’s hands in despair at such “natu- 
ral” disasters. 

This is the line of argument taken 
by most tabloid. papers and swal- 
lowed by many workers. in Britain: 
Bangladesh is an inhospitable place 
for humanity. There is little we can do 
except aid the victims, they argue. 
Even when aid is given it is prone to 
be stolen or misappropriated by the 
corrupt Bangladeshi regime, the pa- 
pers point out. 

But thaugh there is little that can 
be done to prevent cyclones and tidal 
waves the massive death -toll and 
human misery that results from them 
can be prevented. In Bangladesh the 
disease and hunger that followed the 
cyclone are really man made disas- 
ters. 

Throughout the world it is the poor 
who suffer most from “natural” dis- 
asters, because they lack the most 
basic of human needs adequate 
shelter, transport and communica- 
tions. 

In Bangladesh half the population 
is landless, in a rural economy where 
land ownership and tenancy means 
everything. According to John 
Cunnington of War on Want: 

“Land is the key resource in rural 
Bangladesh, for it not only produces 
income and employment but also 
represents the main source of secu- 
rity, provides the basis for access to 
other resources and is the prerequi- 
site for credit.” - 

Since 1960, despite numerous 
“land reform” programmes, the pro- 
portion of landiess peasants in Bang: 
ladesh has nsen from 35% to over 
50%. 

But in the Ganges Delta fertile is- 
lands form regularly from the river 
silt, tempting the rural poor to scrape 
a living on the edge of disaster. As 
Red Cross spokesperson Renny 
Nancholas explained: . 

“As soon as they build up people 
paddle out and settle them. No mat- 
ter how sophisticated the waming 
system farmers cannot be persuaded 
to evacuate until they can see the 


cyclone coming and by then itis too . 


late.” 

So it is poverty and landilessness 
which drives these peasants onto the 
land which is constantly threatened 
by flooding. 

In the cities of the Delta the same 
forces are at work. After the cyclone 
hit Chittagong, the region's maincity, 
middie class Bangladeshis emerged 
unscathed from their hilltop homes 
to observe masses of bodies floating 
in the flooded poor districts below. In 
a city where high ground means the 
difference between life and death itis 
no surprise to find the poor herded 
into slum districts on the lowest 
ground. 

«Poverty and landiessness form the 
backdrop to the high death tolls. Un- 
derdevelopment, class pnvilege and 
bureaucratic inefficiency exacerbate 
the problems. 

In Bangladesh 83% of the rural 
population lives below the poverty 
line. Only 5% of villages have any 
form of primary health centre. The 
island region where the cyclones 
regularly hit are accessible only by air 
and water. 

The Bangladeshi government owns 
only eleven helicopters, and the gen- 
eral impoverishment means there is 


a shortage of small boats. 

As a result of previous flooding 
disasters there are 26 embankment 
building projects underway in Bangla- 
desh. But only one of them is aimed 
at combating the risk of coastal 
flooding. The others are aimed at 
protecting the farmlands of the rich 
landowners inland. And as one US 
agency reported: 

“Embankments do not reduce 
floodwater but merely move it [and] 
.; . increase the volume and ferocity, 
and perhaps the depth of the flow to 
the sea.” (New Scientist 18 May) 

The technology required to protect 
those at risk from cyclones does ex- 
ist. It ranges from vastly complex 
engineering programmes to protect 
and drain.land, to very simple shel- 
ters, raised earth mounds and raised 
well mouths to protect drinking water 
from floods. 

Bangladesh has the money for ner 
ther. In debt to the imperialist banks 
it depends for 80% of its develop- 
ment. programme on aid from the 
imperialist countries. This aid is both 
minimal and tied to imports from the 
donor countries. Between 1971 and 
1984 western aid to Bangladesh to- 
talled $16 billion, not enough to alle- 
viate poverty, but just enough to give 
imperialism complete control. Bang- 
ladesh’s dependence on aid allows 
the Bangladesh Assistance Group, 
the committee of imperialist donors, 
to dictate much of the country's inter- 
nal economic policy. 


Truth 


For example it forced ex-President 
Ershad to return nationalised jute in- 
dustries to their previous owners. It 
forced the government to scrap sub- 
sidies on nce, fertilisers and kero- 
sene in response to IMF demands. 

Much of the food aid given to Bang- 
ladesh is used corruptly. Ershad’s 
government used it to supplement 
the income of government_employ- 
ees. Those holding urbanration cards, 
plus teachers, police soldiers etc, 
received nearly two-thirds of all food 
aid in the 1970s, according to Inside 
Asia's Larry Jagan. 

The majority of “project aid” is di 
rected to the transport, industrial and 
fuel infrastructure rather than to the 
plight of the rural poor. Between 1972 
and 1982 only 17% of project funds 
went to the kind of rural projects that 
can alleviate flood damage. Only 2.7% 
went on health projects, and this ina 
country where 300,000 children die 
each year from diarrhoea. 

Only massive land redistnbution 
can remove the economic impetus 
which drives millions to farm the dan- 
gerous lands of the Ganges Delta. 
Only massive publics spending on 
health, shelters, communications, 
and flood protection schemes can 
protect those at nsk. But Bangla 
desh, systematically underdeveloped 
by imperialism, cannot solve these 
problems. 

The rural and urban bourgeoisie 
has solved its own problems, concen- 
trating land and capital in its own 
hands whilst the masses starve and 
drown. 

Only an alliance of the working 
class and the rural poor can solve 
this cycle of death and destruction, 
by distributing land to those who till it, 
by developing Bangladesh's indus- 
trial economy to meet the needs of 
modemising agriculture instead of the 
export market to the “aid givers’. 

Workers everywhere have a part to 
play in this struggle that goes beyond 
occasionally digging into our. own 
meagre wage packets to make up for 
the aid that imperialism will not pro- 
vide. 

A real struggle against poverty and 
destitution in Bangladesh and else- 
where in the “third world” involves a 
struggle against capitalism and im- 
penalism. A united struggle between 
workers in the impenalist heartlands 
with their brothers and sisters in the 
semi-colonial world can end this bar. 
baric system for ever. 
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UGOSLAVIA EMERGED 
~from World War Two with 
the’ Communists led by 
Marshal] Tito in a dominant posi- 
tion in the state. The war had seen 
horrific massacres perpetrated by 
Serb chauvinists(Chetniks) and by 
Croatian fascists (the Ustasha). It 
has been estimated that 1.75 mil- 
lion Yugoslavs, 11% of the popula- 
tion, perished during the war and 
that more than half of these were 
killed by fellow Yugoslavs. 

In fact Tito’s partisans were able 
to wage .a successful struggle 
against the German forces and 
emerge as the victors only because 
they renounced both Serbian and 
Croatian chauvinism and also be- 
cause they promised tore-write the 
constitution, guaranteeing the 
rights of different national groups 
and religions. 7 

The Stalinists-never kept their 
promise and the 1946 constitution 
was modelled on Stalin’s 1936 Con- 
stitution in the USSR, full of demo- 
cratic promises but masking a cen- 
tralised dictatorship established 
over the workers and nationalities. 
It was only later in the early 1970s 
that changes were introduced which 
allowed a real federal state to 
emerge. 

One of these changes, in 1974, 
granted greater autonomy to two 
regions in Serbia: Vojvodina and 
Kosovo; an area of ethnic Albani- 
ans. A revival of Albanian self- 
awareness took place in Kosovo 
leading to growing clashes between 
Albanians and Serbs in the region 
in the 1980s 

A decisive new factor which ex- 
acerbated these tensions and added 
new conflicts between nationalities 
was the escalating economic and 
political crisis which hit the Yugo- 
slav bureaucracy in the mid- and 
late 1980s; a local variant of the 
general crisis of Stalinism and the 
degenerate workers’ states. In Yu- 
goslavia the decentralised planned 
economy, the system of “workers’ 
self-management” and “market so- 
cialism” began to move into crisis 
in the 1980s. 

During the 1960s and 1970s it 
had experienced quite high growth 
rates and the relative growth in 
prosperity allied to the unifying 
factor of the Yugoslav League of 
Communists helped keep the fed- 
eration together. From 1979 growth 
rates began to decline sharply and 

between that year and 1982 real 
personal income per worker fell by 
15% after two decades of continu- 
ous improvement. By the mid-1980s 
the fall was continuing—14% in 
1986-87 and a further 5% in 1987- 
88. In response the Yugoslav 
working class resorted again and 
again to strikes against this loss in 
real purchasing power of their 


wages. 
Crisis 

The economic decline and the 
revolt of the working class posed 
the ruling bureaucracy with an 
acute crisis. It turned to the only 
solutions that gave it hope—pro- 
capitalist market reforms on the 
one hand and nationalist dema- 
gogy on the other. These policies 
are reflected respectively in the 
persons of the Yugoslav Federal 
Prime Minister, Ante Markovic, and 
the Serbian party leader and Presi- 
dent, Slobodan Milosevic. 

In 1987 Milosevic came to power 
and proceeded to carry out what he 
mis-called an “anti-bureaucratic 
revolution”. Criticising “too rapid” 
and reckless moves towards 
marketisation, he mobilised the 
factory workers of Belgrade and 
other major cities, diverting the 
strike movement into increasingly 
national chauvinist directions. Us- 
ing some real and some imaginary 
“outrages” in Kosovo, he led a cam- 
paign to restore power to Belgrade, 
i.e. to the Serbian party bureau- 


Yugoslavia's very existence as a state looks increasingly uncertain. With growing clashes 
between Serbs and Croats, with the Federal Presidency blocked and apparently paralysed 
and with Slovenia pushing ahead to its “declaration of independence” on 26 June, 


Yugoslavia appears on the verge of collapse if not civil war. 


Mike Evans looks at the background to the current national tensions in Yugoslavia and 
argues that only a revolutionary struggle aimed at a refounding Yugoslavia as a federation 
of workers’ council republics can prevent such an outcome and avoid disaster. 


Civil war or 
workers’ 








revolution? 


President Jovic with Milosevic 
crats. For two years he was able to 
fend off the legalisation of opposi- 
tion parties and when these were 
formed in 1990 he kept them from 
any access to the public media. ° 

_ The rise of Serbian national 
chauvinism rapidly met with a re- 
action in the other republics, espe- 
cially Croatia. With a population of 
4.5 million, Croatia has a 12-15% 
Serbian minority. These Serbs were 
settled there by the Habsburgs from 
the 17th century as frontier guards 
against the Ottomans. Particularly 
sizeable and compact areas exist in 
the Dinaric Alps, near the Dalma- 
tian coast around Knin and in four 
other areas along the southern 
border of the Croatian republic. 

The nationalists are led by the 
Croatian Democratic Union(HDZ), 
led by Franjo Tudjman, which won 
a two thirds majority in the Sabor 
(the Croatian parliament) in the 
Autumn 1990 elections. Tudjman 
is a demagogue, a Croatian na- 
tionalist as Milosevic is a Serbian 
one. Both have cynically whipped 
up nationalist hysteria. Tudjman 
and the HDZ call for self-determi- 
nation including the right of seces- 
sion for “the whole Croat nation, 
within its historical and natural 
boundaries”. 

Today reproducing this historical 
entity from the tenth century as 
Croatia would mean absorbing 
millions of Serbs, Bosnian Muslims, 
Slovenes etc. The Nazi puppet state 
of “Independent Croatia” covered a 
similar area. Croatia has no 
“natural frontiers” either. Such 
claims are plainly undemocratic 
claims toinclude in an independent 
state large regions not inhabited 
by them now. 

The HD2’s electoral programme 
talks of a “social and demographic 
policy that will bring an end to the 
biological endangerment of Croatia 
and enable a demographic renewal 
of the Croat nation”. Tudjman has 











remarked that “In Croatia all are 
equa] but one has to know who is 
the host and who is the guest”. The 
HDZ is also firmly committed to 
the restoration of capitalism. Its 
programme, with a frankness 
unusual in Eastern Europe, states 
that: “For the abolition of social 
ownership, and its transformation 
into shareholder ownership.” Its 
“commitment” to defending moth- 
erhood and promoting large fami- 
lies, indicates a deep threat to ex- 
isting abortion rights and contra- 
ception in a strongly catholic 
Croatia. 

In Serbia, Milosevic now faces 
rivals in Serbian chauvinism. In 
1990 Milosevic led the transforma- 
tion of the League of Communists 
into the Serbian Socialist Party 
(SSP). In doing so it absorbed the 
old popular front, the Socialist Al- 
liance, and its considerable re- 
serves, believed to be some $160 
million. The SSP has maintained 
an iron control over the media, 
which provoked mass student 
demonstrations in early March, 
inflamed by brutal repression from 
the paramilitary police. 
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But the leading forces in the Ser- 
bian opposition parties are also 
heavily tainted with Serbian chau- 
vinism. Most prominent is the Ser- 
bian Renewal Movement (SPO). 

It originated in the autonomous 
province of Vojvodinain the Serbian 
Republic. Vojvodina, with a popu- 
lation of nearly two million, has 
perhaps the most mixed national- 
ity make-up of any region. The 
Serbs are a majority with 56% but 
Hungarians constitute 22% of the 
population, Croats 7% and a vari- 
ety of other nationalities including 
Germans and Romaniansa further 
14%. 

In 1988 Milosevic encouraged a 
series of mass demonstrations 
against the autonomous province’s 
leadership and in solidarity with 
the Serbs of Kosovo which was 
aimed at toppling the government 
and fully subordinating Vojvodina 
to the Serbian Republic. A number 
of independent societies were 
formed like the “Sava Society for 
the Preservation of Historical 
Truth, the Serbian Language, the 
Cyrillic Alphabet and the defence 
of Kosovo”. It is not accidental that 
these Serbian ultra-nationalist or- 
ganisations should have arisen in 
the mixed nationality “frontier” 
zones of Serbia. 

The chief ideologist in these 
groups was the writer Vuk 
Draskovic who advocates the res- 
toration of the borders of Serbia as 
they were in the pre-war periodi.e. 
incorporating large parts of Bosnia, 
Croatia, the whole of Macedonia 
and Montenegro together with the 
total absorbtion of Kosovo (80% 
ethnic Albanian) and Vojvodina. 

This greater Serbia would be a 
“democratic and multi-party state 
within its historical and ethnic 
borders”. It would then form a 
confederation with Slovenia and 
Croatia and the “state” would hold 
a referendum on the restoration of 
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the monarchy or the retention of a 
republic. Draskovic-favours a con- - 
stitutional monarchy. During the 
election campaign in Serbia in De- 
cember he announced “If I become 
president I will only govern for a 
few monthsbecause then I will hand 
over power to King Alexander’. 

His immediate followers and 
“bodyguard” are given to dressing 
up in the costume of the war-time 
Chetniks. Thus whilst the Serbian 
Renewal Movement is not a fascist 
movement, elements within it, 
around Drascovic, certainly espouse 
monarchist-clerical and ultra Ser- 
bian chauvinist positions. In addi- 
tion armed bands of neo-Chetniks 
have carried out horrific attacks on 
Croats in the regions of mixed 
population. 

In May twelve Croatian police- 
men were killed in Borosovo Seloin 
a Serbian region within Croatia. At 
a protest demonstration in Split a 
Macedonian soldier of the Yugo- 
slay army was killed. Serb and 
Croat minorities have been driven 
out of villages in the areas of mixed 
population. 

There is a severe danger that not 
only will capitalism be restored with 
all the suffering this is bringing to 
Eastern Europe in the form of mass 
unemployment but also that-a 
bloody civil war will rip the country 
apart. Whilst socialists must stand 
unequivocally for the rights of Yu- 
goslavia’s people to self-determi- 
nation, including secession from the 
Federation if they so desire it, this 
will] be neither easy nor an intrinsi- 
cally progressive outcome. 

Not only are there substantial 
and geographically scattered na- 
tional minorities in Croatia and 
Serbia but Bosnia-Herzegovina is 
arepublic of intermixed minorities. 
Complete separation on the basis 
of capitalist restoration is a recipe 

for forced population transfers, po- 
groms and possibly full scale civil 
war. 


Fight 


Genuine revolutionary socialists 
must fight for a totally different 
solution. They must stand out 
against the chauvinist demagogy 
of a Milosevic, a Tudjman or a 
Draskovich. They must fight for a 
working class internationalism and 
a political revolution that will put 
Yugoslav workers, Serbs, Slovenes, 
Croats, Albanians and Macedoni- 
ans, in charge of their own destinies. 
To do this means fighting to over- 
throw the bourgeois restorationist 
governments in Slovenia and in 
Croatia and fighting to overthrow 
the Stalinist bureaucratic regime 
in Belgrade as well. 

A political revolution would cen- 
tre power in workers’ councils, 
would protect and preserve state 
and co-operative property but take 
it out of the hands of the greedy 
and parasitic bureaucrats. It would 
create an economy planned by the 
working class with real workers’ 
management of the factories, offices 
and shops. 

It would grant the right of any 
nationality to secede providing it 
allowed its minorities a similar 
right or local autonomy, but it would 
try to persuade them all to refound 
a new federation of workers’ coun- 
cil republics, first of all in Yugosla- 
via but as soon as possible, through 
revolutionary struggles, open to the 
whole of the Balkan region. 

Such a socialist federation alone 
could settle the tangled and cruelly 
exploited national problems of the 
peninsular; Albanians, Turks, 
Hungarians, Rumanians and 
Greeks, as well as the Slavs could 
bury their history of oppression and 
antagonisms and lead the whole 
region to develop its natural re- 
sources, obliterating poverty and 
backwardness in the march to a 
socialist order in Europe and 

beyond. 


147% 




















GANDHI was not. in 
power nor even a member of 
the Indian government at the 


time of his death. Why has: the 
assassination. of the last of the 
Nehru dynasty raised doubts as to 
the very survival of “the world’s 
biggest democracy”? 

India was in a deep political cri- 
sis even before the assassination. 
The election campaign which Rajiv 
Gandhi was participating in when 
he was killed has been the most 
violent since India’s independence. 
Official reports alone list hundreds 
of killings in the course of the 
campaign and on just the first day 
of polling more than fifty people 
were reported murdered. 

Indeed, the entire period since 
Rajiv's crushing electoral defeat in 
November 1989 has been marked 
by political instability. The subse- 
quent coalition government led by 
the Janata Party (JP) of V P Singh 
ruled with support from both the 
Stalinist Communist Parties and 
the far right wing Hindu chauvin- 
ist Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) 
until the end of last year when it 
collapsed. 

Singh’s regime was followed by 
the equally weak minority govern- 
ment of Chandra Shekhar, the 
leader of a faction within the Janata 
Party who ruled only with the 
consent of the leadership of the 
Congress (I) Party, and in particu- 
lar of Rajiv Gandhi. 

At the same time India has seen 
an upsurge of communalist violence 
and the growth of national, religious 
and caste rivalries coupled with 
continuing separatist struggles in 
Kashmir, Assam and the Punjab. 
The most dangerous development 
has been the growth of the BJP, 
which plays on the discontent felt 
by millions of the poorer sections of 
the Hindu population. 

The BJP defends caste and con- 
fessional privilege with a heady 








Rajiv Gandhi’s assassination puts a spotlight on India's growing crisis. Arthur 
Merton examines the myth ofa “secular” and “democratic” India held together 





only by the statesmanship of the Nehru dynasty. 


blend of chauvinism, anti-Muslim 
propaganda, religious fervour and 
traditionalism. The BJP made 
headway through its opposition to 
VY PSingh’s proposal to reserve more 
than 50% of all jobs in the impor- 
tant government service sector for 
members of the low castes in Indian 
society. It also won mass support 
for its campaign to demolish a 16th 
century mosque in the northern 
town of Ayodhya and build a Hindu 


temple on the site, supposedly the 
birthplace of the god Ram. 

Their Hindu chauvinism is di- 
rected against a Muslim commu- 
nity in India of over 100 million 
people, and threatens other reli- 
gious and national minorities with 
repression and domination. 


In the face of these disintegrative 


tendencies many looked, and still 
look, to the Congress (I) Party as 
the only force capable of holding 





ETHIOPIA 


The fall of 
the Derg 


N 21 May, with his conscript 
rmies collapsing and rebel 
forces on the outskirts of Addis 
Ababa, President Mengistu fled from 
his capital to exile in Zimbabwe.. 
Mengistu was part of an officers’ 
movement, the Derg, which over- 
threw the regime of Emperor Haile 
Selassie in 1974. Under his leader 
ship and with backing from the So- 
viet Union, Mengistu established a 
repressive and bloody dictatorship 
which eliminated all opposition 
forces including those who had par- 
ticipated in the struggle against Haile 
Selassie. 

Promises of regional autonomy for 
areas such as Eritrea were soon 
forgotten and when the Eritreans 
took up arms to fight for it the Derg 
spared no efforts to crush them. 
They were backed to the hilt by the 
Stalinists. Soviet, East German and 
Cuban advisors trained up one of the 
largest armies in Africa, reaching 
430,000 men under arms. 

Ethiopia became one of Brezhnev's 
countries of “socialist orientation” 
with all the trappings of a Stalinist 
state, a centralised and dictatorial 
"Workers Party of Ethiopia”, huge 
statues of Lenin and Stalin, and mass 
demonstrations complete with 
posters of the great leader Mengistu. 
The economy however remained 
capitalist, albeit a highly statifled 
and controlled capitalism. 

Despite the massive military and 

economic aid from the Stalinists, 
the Derg failed to crush the Eritrean 


opposition. Indeed rebellion spread 
to other minorities who increasingly 
felt the repression of the regime, the 
Tigreans and the Oromos. In 1988 
under the leadership of the Eritrean 
Peoples Liberation Front (EPLF) the 
Eritrean forces inflicted a number of 
massive defeats on the discontented 
conscripts of the Ethiopian army. 

This was the signal for the Tigreans 
to launch an all out offensive against 
the regime. By 1989 not only were 
the rebels on the offensive but 
Mengistu’s major allies in the 
Stalinist states were deserting him. 
Gorbachev finally pulled the plug, 
cutting off arms supplies and work- 
ing with the USA to try and impose 
regional settlement. 7 

Mengistu was quick to see which 
way the wind was blowing. In early 
1988 he became a born again free 
market liberal! Out went the Work- 
ers Party of Ethiopia and the statues 
of Lenin and Stalin. In came the 
“Ethiopian Democratic Unity Party”. 

In 1989, starved of arms and advi- 
sors by the USSR, he suddenly turned 
to the Zionists for support, estab- 
lishing diplomatic relations with Is- 
rael in November. From then on it 
was Israel that supplied advisors 
and arms to the regime to continue 
the war. . 

The bosses’ press likes to paint 
these sordid dealings as a result of 
israel's desire to bring the Ethiopian 
Jews to Israel, suggesting somehow 
that Tel Aviv was being “heki to 
ransom” by Mengistu. In fact Israel 


had every reason to back Mengistu, 
hoping to break what they see as 
“Arab hegemony in the Red Sea”. 
For Israel defeat of the EPLF, now 
backed by several Arab states, was 
well worth fighting for. So was a 
potentially strategic position on the 
Red Sea for themselves. 

By last year Washington had de- 
cided that Mengistu was a man they 
could do business with. After all he 
now called for a blockade of Iraq 
after the invasion of Kuwait and of- 
fered to send a contingent of troops 
to Saudi Arabia. His enemies in the 
He ms Peoples Liberation Front 
(TPLF), one of the major military 
components of the opposition, had 
its origins in a pro-Albanian Stalinist 
grouping, which was not likely to 
endear them to the imperialists! 
Washington, along with Britain, 
proceeded to try and set up a deal 
which would end the civil war in 
Ethiopia and ensure a stable pro- 
imperialist regime. However, no deal 
could be struck as negotiations broke 
down over the question of Eritrean 
independence /autonomy. 

The workers and peasants of 
Ethiopia have suffered terribly under 
the Mengistu dictatorship. Civil war, 
repression, famine have been their 
daily experience.- 

Now they face another danger. 
The fruits of their military victory will 
be frittered away at the conference 
table by leaderships which are only 
too willing to obey imperialism's or- 
ders. Already the TPLF's front or 
ganisation, the Ethiopian Peoples 
Revolutionary Democratic Front, has 
embraced the marketising reforms 
introduced in the last months of 
Mengistu’s regime. The supposedly 
socialist EPLF has declared: 

“Our programme is clear; we are 
for multi-partyism and the market 
economy.” 

The market economy for Ethiopia 
means continuing starvation and 
exploitation by imperialism. Only by 
sweeping away the last remnants of 
the dictatorship, as well as the cap? 
talist system it supported, can the 
workers and peasants of Ethiopia 

begin the struggle to end the poverty 
and exploitation which has disfigured 
their lives.B 
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the country together and prevent- 
ing a downward spiral into civil 
war anda final end tothe nominally 
secular and democratic pan-Indian 
state. Yet Congress (I) itself is a 
deeply divided and discredited 
party. 

Years in power have led to enor- 
mous corruption in the party ranks 
right up to leadership level. The 
party, and probably the Gandhis, 
received millions in bribes from the 
Swedish arms manufacturers 
Bofors in the 1980s. Congress (I)’s 
formal commitment to India as a 
secular union has never prevented 
it from playing on regional ethnic 
and religious rivalries to maintain 
political control of India. 

The political bankruptcy of the 
Congress (I) Party could not have 
been better illustrated than by their 
desperate attempts to draft Sonia 
Gandhi as President of Congress 
(I). Despite Sonia Gandhi’s declared 
lack of desire for political involve- 
ment, despite her Italian Catholic 
origins, despite the fact that she 
had not even heard of any proposal 
to make her the leader of the party, 
a caucus of officials pushed her 
election through, behind closed 
doors, only to see her reject the new 
rolejust one day later. What India’s 
political crisis reflects most clearly 
is the inability of itsruling capitalist 
class to develop the nation, to take 
the country forward economically, 
socially and culturally. 


Intervention 


In the years after independence, 
the Indian bourgeoisie sought to 
attain high growth rates through 
systematic state intervention in 
industry and agriculture. In terms 
of gross manufacturing output 
gains were initially registered 
during the years of the long boom 
thfough protective tariffs and a 
policy of substituting foreign im- 
ports with domestically produced 
goods. State capitalist planning 
enabled the industrial capitalists 
to gain in wealth and influence 
whilst in agriculture a land reform 
programme sponsored by the World 
Bank meant that the richest and 
biggest of the landowning farmers 
were able to benefit from irrigation 
schemes and the provision of credit 
for agricultural purposes. 

The rich peasant class grew in 
wealth and number, fuelling re- 
gional demands for autonomy and 
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Can India survive? 


separation as those sections of soci- 
ety that were able to “enrich them- 
selves” squabbled over the spoils. 
Meanwhile the chronic uneveness 
of India’s economic development 
was revealed in the continuing 
poverty of the overwhelming ma- 
jority of the population in which an 
estimated 250 million live below 
the official poverty line. 

In common with other semi-colo- 
nial nations that sought to utilise a 
heavily interventionist strategy to 
stimulate development, the new 
period of world recessions and cri- 
sis led to growing economic stag- 
nation by the late 1970s. Attempts 
at loosening the extent of state 
controls and encouraging foreign 
investment, which had been 
championed by Rajiv Gandhi had, 
however, come ‘up against the in- 
ertia, and at times even the down- 
right opposition of, sections within 
the Congress (I) Party bureaucracy. 

By 1989 the economy was again 
in trouble and this spurred on all 
those seeking regional or particu- 
larist answers to economic stagna- 
tion. It also encouraged the high 
caste bourgeoisie to turn to more 
desperate measures to maintain 
mass support. Hence the urgent 
desire of Congress (I) for a suitable 
figurehead and the persistent use 
by the party, despite its secular 
pretensions, of racism and Hindu 
chauvinism. 7 

Congress (I) has maintained the 
privileges of the Hindu elite and 
has seen them conduct bloody 
communalist massacres, such as 
the vicious killing of 3,000 Sikhs in 
Delhi after the assassination of 
Indira Gandhiin 1984. The pogrom 
was led by Congress (I) Party 
workers, and received the tacit 
support of Rajiv Gandhi. Today the 
killing of another Congress (I) 
leader has been met by the Presi- 
dent of the party in the state of 
Tamil Nadu calling for the depor- 
tation of 200,000 Tamil refugees. 


Approval 


The existence of a political sys- 
tem which was based on the British 
parliamentary system, and set in 
place with the approval of India’s 
former colonial rulers has given 
rise to the myth of India as “the 
world’s biggest democracy”. Yet this 
“democracy” is typical of all that 
capitalism can offer the semi-colo- 
nial world in the twentieth century. 
It is a democracy riddled with cor- 
ruption, where votes are bought 
and sold, and where polling booths 
are regularly hijacked by the thugs 
of the party bosses, where mass 
illiteracy reduces voting to a choice 
between party symbols. fy 

The bourgeoisie is incapable of 
overcoming the economic and po- 
litical crisis of India, and is uncer- 
tain how even to hold it together. 
Only the rule of workers’ and poor 
peasants’ councils can provide a 
way forward for the Indian masses, 
planning production for the needs 
of the people rather than the private 
greed of the parasites. It would 
grant real democratic rights and 
religious freedoms to the peoples of 
India in the context of a truly 
secular state. It would grant the 
right of self-determination to all 
the oppressed nationalities whilst 
extending the struggle for socialism 
throughout the sub-continent 
through an appeal to the masses of 
the neighbouring states. 

For that to become a reality, a 
revolutionary party of the Indian 
proletariat must be constructed in 
the intense heat generated by the 
nation’s impending eruption.@ 
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s the FSLN (Sandinista Lib- 
eration Front) approachesits 
Congress in July, growing 


te:isions have appeared. The bulk 
co” te FSLN leadership are openly 

yudiating its previous positions 
a:.d working in a de facto alliance 
with Violeta Chamorro and her 
UNO government. The previous 
line of the leadership, that the 
FSLN would now “govern from be- 
low” through its control of the army, 
trade unions, state sector etc., was 
adopted to console a bewildered 
membership reeling from the elec- 
tion defeat of last year. This position 
has been quickly abandoned. 

An influential group of leaders 
within the FSLN—Humberto 
Ortega, Victor Tirado, Sergio 
Ramirez, and ex-ministers from the 
Sandinista government—have 
seized on the collapse of the East 
European regimes and the weak- 
ening of the USSR to call for a 
Nicaraguan version of “new real- 
ism”. This means dumping the 
FSLN’s past and recognising that 
nationalisation, state intervention 
and land expropriations and 
redistributions have had their day. 
This group is based very much on 
the core of the old “Third Force” 
(Tercerista) Tendency in the FSLN. 
It wants to push the FSLN firmly 
in the direction of becoming a nor- 
mal social democratic and parlia- 
mentary party. 

In Nicaragua the FSLN leader- 
ship increasingly plays the role of 
such a party in relation to the 
masses and their struggles. They 
have given lukewarm support to a 
series of strikes and struggles only 
to use them to conclude deals at a 
governmental level with UNO. 
Then they have demobilised the 
struggles and pushed the leaders 
into accepting austerity measures 
and attacks on the remaining gains 
of the 1979 revolution. 


Reversing 


Violeta Chamorro came to power 
at the head ofaright wing coalition, 
the UNO, committed to reversing 
the gains of the 1979 revolution. 
UNO’s programme was clear: 

@ Stop the land reforms and then 
reverse them; most land to be 
returned to its former owners 
the big farmers. 

@® Reduce-the Sandinista army 
massively and purge it of its 
political allegiance tothe FSLN. 
Make it a reliable “professional 
army”, an instrument for the 
bourgeois state to repress the 
workers. 

@ Dismantle the state sector and 
sell it off to the highest bidders; 
reintroduce private banks and 
abolish the state monopoly on 
foreign trade. 

@ A series of austerity pro- 
grammes driving down the 
workers wages and sacking tens 
of thousands of state employ- 
ees. 

Chamorro was met with immedi- 

ate and militant opposition. Her 

attempts toimpose these measures 
were brought to a grinding halt by 
two massive general strikes, in May 
and July of last year. In July barri- 
cades were thrown up in the major 
cities, protected in many cases by 
armed workers and FSLN mili- 
tants. Chamorro had to retreat and 
seek an agreement with the FSLN 
leadership. They were only too 
willing to comply. A “social pact” 
agreed over the heads of the trade 
unions by the FNT—the old 

Sandinista trade union federa- 

tion—conceded in the long term 

what the workers had defeated 
through their militant strike ac- 
tion. 

The “Social Accord” was formally 
signed on 26 October 1990. By this 
time the FNT leadership had been 
pushed into line and signed along 
with the government, pro-UNO 
unions and the smaller employers’ 


NICARAGUA 


In March 1990 Nicaragua's Sandinista President Daniel Ortega was defeated at the ballot 
box by the pro-imperialist coalition UNO. Years of leadership compromise with imperialism 
took their toll on the masses who had made the Sandinista revolution. The Sandinistas 
threatened to lead an opposition to UNO’s plans, to “govern from below” through the armed 
and organised Sandinista organisations. Now they are leading a headlong retreat, writes 


John McKee. 








federations. The larger COSEP re- 
fused to sign and is lined up with 
the right wing of the UNO under 
the Vice President Virgilio Godoy. 
The accord conceded the right of 
the government to privatise while 
“taking into account the rights 
gained by the workers”! It laid out 
plans to end state control of foreign 
trade and encourage private banks 
to set up. At a governmental level 
in return for “consultation” the 
FSLN—in the shape of the com- 
mander of the army, Humberto 
Ortega—agreed that army mem- 
bers would no longer be active in 
the FSLN, that it would be 
“professionalised” and would set 
about disarming the popular or- 
ganisations which still had tens of 
thousands of weapons. 

The results of this agreement 
soon became clear at the end of the 
year. The FMLN guerillas in El 
Salvador brought down one of the 
regime’s US-supplied helicopter 
gunships with a SAM missile. The 
USA, with willing help from the 
Soviet government, quickly estab- 
lished that these came from the 
Nicaraguan army (EPS). Four 
Sandinista officers were promptly 
arrested, charged with stealing and 
supplying these missiles along with 
11 Salvadoreans. The officers were 
immediately tried and sentenced 
to three and a half years in prison. 

Not only Humberto Ortega 
backed this decision to the hilt but 
alsothe FSLN leadership. An act of 
revolutionary solidarity was de- 
clared by the EPS in the following 
terms: 

“This small group of officers, 
blinded by their political passion 
and guided by extremist argu- 
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The Sandinista leadership is destroying the spirit of the 1979 revolution 





ments, have injured military hon- 
our and infringed the loyalty of the 
institution and its commander”. 

Commandante Luis Carrion for 
the FSLN criticised the “disloyalty” 
of the FMLN—that is, for daring to 
seek arms to protect the 
Salvadorean masses from the 
bombings and strafings of the E! 
Salvador dictatorship’s airforce! 

The EPS has now been shrunk 
in size from 90,000 to 28,000 and a 
series of purges of “unreliable” of- 
ficers has been carried out. 
Humberto Ortega pushed ahead 
with the disarming of the mass 
organisations, collecting in tens of 
thousands of weapons over a few 
months. In February of this year 
Ortega could proudly declare to a 
Nicaraguan magazine that: 

“National reconciliation is 
gradually being established leaving 
the left and right extremes on the 
sidelines. Peace has been won and 
we are consolidating it through the 
total disarmament of the civilian 
population.” 


Dispense 


Chamorro and her supporters in 
UNO are clearly happy with this 
progress for the moment. The FSLN 
is carrying out tasks which UNOis 
incapable of without provoking 
armed resistance from the masses. 
But clearly when they have finished 
these tasks, disarmed the masses, 
provided a reliable army and police 
force, UNO will rapidly dispense 
with the services of these gentle- 
men. Chamorro has already said 
as much. Pacifying UNO deputies 
who thought she was too soft on the 
army she is reported to have said: 


Sandinistas 
sabotage 
istance 


“The removal of Genera! Ortega 
is among my objectives, butitis not 
possible to set a date”. 

The FSLN leaders have been 
performing the same role for UNO 
on the political and economic front. 
In January of this year, pursuing 
their policy of co-operation and al- 
liance with the Chamorro wing of 
UNO, the Sandinista deputies sup- 
ported the leading ex-Contra 
Alfredo Cesar, helping to elect him 
as President of the National As- 
sembly. Seeing this subservient 
policy, UNO, under its rising star 
Antonio Lacayo (Chamorro’s son- 
in-law and unofficial Prime Minis- 
ter), have stepped up their attacks 
on the masses. 

1990 was a disastrous year for 
the Nicaraguan economy and the 
masses. Inflation reached 13,500%. 
Throwing open the country to for- 
eign imports further damaged the 
collapsing Nicaraguan industrial 
sector. The economy shrank by 
nearly 6%. Forty per cent of the 
population is now unemployed. 

Faced with this disaster at the 
end of last year Chamorro set off to 
Europe and the USA to try and 
persuade them to give some relief 
to Nicaragua’s enormous debt 
problem. It now owes a staggering 
$10 billion .and was massively 
overdue on its interest payments 
by the end of last year, preventing 
any more development loans. 
Worse, of the $540 million of aid 
promised by the USA after UNO’s 
victory only $207 million had been 
paid. Both the Europeans and the 
USA made it clear that real 
progress had to be made on priva- 
tisation, ending the state monopoly 
of trade and above all guarantee- 


ing the rights of private property 
and a reliable army to protect it 
against the masses, before any 
generous deals were on offer. 

UNO quickly complied. The so-. 
called “Lacayo Plan” introduced in 
March this year was a dramatic 
speeding up of the attacks on the 
workers. Over 400 enterprises were 
targetted to be sold off, over 60,000 
workers were to be made redun- 
dant as the plan went through. The 
“Gold Cordoba” was massively de- 
valued and basic foodstuffs quad- 
rupled overnight. The workers were 
offered a 200% wage increase in 
“compensation”. Inflation is run- 
ning at at least 800%! 

Again the measures were met by 
a strike wave. Sugar workers, bank 
employees, electricity and health 
workers and many others struck. 
Customs officers occupied their 
customs posts. By the third week of 
March 77,000 were on strike para- 
lysing the economy. The newly 
purged police force stormed the 
customs posts, teargassing the 
workers. Meanwhile the FSLN 
leadership called on the workers to 
show “moderation”. 

Under this pressure, and with 
the encouragement of the FSLN, 
the FNT leadership retreated and 
called a “two month truce” to allow 
the plan to work. While some F'SLN 
leaders like Danie] Ortega blus- 
tered about the dangers of UNO 
breaking the social pact, others like 
Edmundo Jarquin, Vice President 
of the FSLN Parliamentary group 
were clear where they stood. Not 
only did they support the measures 
but as Jarquin stated “I believe 
moreover that if w= were in gev- 
ernmen:, we would ne doing scme- 
thirg similar” 


Re. arded 


The Lacayo Plan and its success- 
ful implementation was duly re- 
warded by the World Bank and 
Washington, with loans being sup- 
plied, and debts being rolled over. 
Lacayo could also notch up another 
“achievement”, this time on the 
land. In February he was boasting 
to La Prensa, mouthpiece of the 
right wing of UNO, that “in Nica- 
ragua, territory equivalent to a 
tenth of the Salvadorian land area 
has been returned to its former 
owners’. 

It is little wonder then that in 
this situation there is growing rest- 
lessness within the FSLN. Both 
the Sandinista Youth and the FNT 
condemned the leadership stance 
on the missiles supplied to the 
FMLN. Growing criticism is com- 
ing from the rank and file workers 
and peasants, not just about the 
current rightward drift of the lead- 
ership but about the previous poli- 
cies. 

Muted criticism have even come 
from the old Prolonged People’s War 
tendency led by Tomas Borge. But 
this tendency remains hopelessly 
wedded to its Stalinist stages 
theory: This theory is based on de- 
fending capitalism as a necessary 
stage on the road to socialism and 
seeking strategic alliances with the 
“progressive bourgeoisie”. It is this 
strategy that was at the root of the 
FSLN’s debacle in government. 

The only road forward for the 
militant industrial and rural . 
workers in the FSLN is to break 
completely from the policies and 
practices of “Sandinism” which not 
only led the movement to defeat 
but now threaten the remaining 
gains won in the hervic struggles of 
the masses in 1279 snd after. This 
means breaking with all forms of 
“stageism” and Stalinism as well 
as with social democracy. It means 
breaking from the FSLN and es- 
tablishing a real revolutionary 
communist party, a Trotskyist party 
of Nicaragua which can mobilise 
the workers and the peasants for 
power.@ 








PTS: Since the Gulf War the impe- 
rialist offensive has been particu- 
larly vigorous. Firstly, the imperi- 
alists want the external debt to be 
repaid now, interest and capital. 
‘They also want the semi-colonial 
bourgeoisie to sell off all state- 
owned industries and to stop sub- 
sidising indigenous industry. In the 
case of Argentina, that means 
turning on a wing of the bourgeoi- 
sie tied to industrial capital which 
has done very well out of state en- 
terprise. That wing has almost $50 
billion outside the country, our ex- 
ternal debt is $70 billion. The debt, 
the imperialists argue, should be 
repaid out of national savings. 

These policies are opening up a 
series of major contradictions inside 
the ranks of the Argentinian bour- 
geoisie. One faction of the bour- 
geoisie wants to delay the attacks 
on the workers’ movement until 
the elections have taken place, the 
other wants to go ahead with them 
regardless. 

The second éontradiction is at 
the level of the bourgeois-demo- 
cratic regime. The latest imperial- 
ist offensive aims to downgrade the 
semi-colonial regime into a’ more 
dependent entity. Traditionally, 
Latin American countries have had 
strong semi-colonial bourgeoisies, 
each with its own political parties 
to negotiate with imperialism, its 
own democratic institutions—its 
own judiciary, army, etc. Imperial- 
ism’s new policy means this has to 
change. 

‘ But the change cannot take place 

without a major political] crisis. In 
Argentina, for example, we have 
two large bourgeois parties, the 
Radical Party and the Peronist 
Party. The masses greatly mistrust 
both of them at the moment but 
this mistrust is not yet expressed 
through an independent current. 
The two big bourgeois parties got 
* almost 95% of votes cast last time, 
thanks partly. to the: two party 
system. But even that’s changing. 
Bourgeois candidates areemerging 
with no ties to the major bourgeois 
parties, like Fujimori in Peru. ° 


WP: What is the state of the 
independent workers’ move- 
ment and the trade unions. 
PTS: Lately we have seen a lot of 
struggles but three of them were 
particularly important. At the be- 
ginning of the year we hada public 
sector general strike. Four or five 
million people work in the public 
sector in Argentina andit’s the most 
important section of the workers’ 
movement. They held a big rally in 
Buenos Aires. The situation was 
such that only a general strike could 
have resolved it; instead, the 
struggle was defeated. 

There was also a major strike by 
the telephone workers which went 
down to defeat. There were big 
mobilisations, big demonstrations 
and in one province in the south of 
the country in Patagonia, in 
Chubut, an embryonic soviet 
emerged. It was a popular assem- 
bly of workers, poor people etc. The 
defeat was due largely to the 
treachery of the trade union bu- 
reaucracy. 

The year began with arail strike, 
the biggest one for 15 years. It lasted 
45 days. The strikers burned car- 
riages and mounted pickets against 
strikebreakers. A co-ordinating 
committee was set up with delegate 
members elected by workers from 
the different unions and the dif- 
ferent regions. The strike ended in 
a stalemate. The government had 
sacked 2,500 workers during the 
strike. The strike was called off 
because it was getting weaker, but 
on condition that all sacked work- 
ers would be reinstated. The gov- 
ernment agreed to this but when 
the workers went back many found 
they didn’t have a job. So the van- 
guard of the workers returned to 
the co-ordinating committee and 
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“A crisis of leadership” 


Argentina is suffering from a renewed economic offensive by the imperialist banks and 
multinationals. But the Argentine left is in disarray. Workers Power spoke to a leading 
member of the Argentine PTS (Workers Party for Socialism), which produces the paper 
Avanzada Socialista (Socialist Vanguard). The PTS split from the left wing movement MAS, 
which is led by “Trotskyist” followers of the late Nahuel Moreno, organised as the 
International Workers League (LIT). 

We do not share the PTS view of the MAS being basically healthy until 1988. Nor do we 
necessarily agree with the comrade’s generalisations about the new forms of organisation 
sweeping the world working class. We present this interview as a first hand account of the 
problems of fighting popular frontism and its supporters in the centrist left. 
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asked for the strike to be called 
again. The government took fright 
and the workers got their jobs back. 

This brings me to the problem of 
the leadership of the workers’ 
movement. There is a major crisis 
within the trade union bureaucracy. 
We think it’s rather like England 
when Trotsky wrote that the most 
important mainstay of capitalism 
in England was the trade union 
movement. In Argentina, it’s the 
same. We have large unions with 
strong bureaucracies, bound by a 
thousand ties to the bourgeois state. 

It'saright wing bureaucracy with 
a Peronist ideology. Yet when 
Menem seized power, the CGT— 
the equivalent of the TUC in Ar- 
gentina—split into two wings, one 
which openly supported the gov- 
ernment and a second which stood 
for limited opposition, led by 
Ubaldini. Ubaldini is the most im- 
portant figure to emerge from the 
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the bosses’ offensive. During the 
public sector genera] strike a co- 
ordinating committee was set up 
by railway workers. Co-ordinating 
committees were also established 
in many provinces, where public 
sector workers were divided by a 
large number of different unions. | 
mentioned the one in Chubut al- 
ready. 

The problem with these organi- 
sations is that they are only as 
strong as the ebb and flow of the 
particular struggles being pros- 
ecuted by their members, they have 
no permanent strength. This year, 
however, has witnessed an impor- 
tant change: co-ordinating com- 
mittees of railworkers continued to 
exist even when the rail way strike 
was defeated. 

What is new here. is that these 
organisations have arisen in 
preparation for struggle. We are 
witnessing them grow in strength 
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began again after the war. The dif- 
ference as we see itis that instead 
of popular struggles we have work- 
ers’ struggles with workers’ meth- 
ods (strikes) and workers’ organi- 
sations (strike committees). The 
vanguard in this process is the So- 
viet working class. 


WP: How would you character- 
ise the political situation in 
Argentina now? 
PTS: It’s a pre-revolutionary situ- 
ation. By this we mean, like Trotsky 
in Whither France, that it’s in an 
intermediate, transitional situa- 
tion. There are two possible out- 
comes: either the workers’ move- 
ment will find a way of resolving 
the country’s crisis or else the 
bourgeoisie and imperialism will. 
Revolution or counter-revolution 
are the two prospects. 

The situation is increasingly po- 
larised. So we find that if the 
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There are two possible outcomes: either the workers’ movement will find a 
way of resolving the country’s crisis or else the bourgeoisie and 
imperialism will. Revolution or counter-revolution are the two prospects. 





Argentinian bureaucracy for ten 
years. Since 1982, he has called for 
thirteen general strikes. This 
“Ubaldinist” wing of the bureauc- 
racy led (and betrayed) the most 
important struggles. But many 
vanguard workers still saw 
Ubaldini as someone who could be 
pushed and made to go further. 
Thisisan issue within the vanguard 
and it’s a great obstacle to devel- 
oping a revolutionary policy. The 
Ubaldinist current has disappeared 
now, it’s broken. That’s a conse- 
quence of its betrayals. 

The crisis of the bureaucracy is 
also giving rise to new types of 
workers’ organisation to counter 


because of the crisis of the bureauc- 
racy. Vanguard workers are discov- 
ering that they have to change too 
in order to organise and discuss. 
We think that the situation of 
the Argentinian workers’ move- 
ment and the emergence of new 
organisations of struggle is part of 
a worldwide trend in which the 
working class takes the centre 
stage. You can see it in the Soviet 
Union, with the miners’ strike over 
the last two months; in North Africa 
and Greece over the last two years; 
in Turkey; and in Latin America, 
especially in Brazil. The Gulf War 
stopped this. process for five or six 
months, especially in Turkey, but it 


bourgedisie wants to attack the 
workers’ movement, it will be 
obliged to fight not only the unions, 
buf all the organisations in the 
workers’ movement, even the po- 
litical ones. If the workers’ move- 
ment fights back, this wing of the 
bourgeoisie wil] have to use fascist 
methods against it. 

On the other hand, a wing of the 
bourgeoisie will have to prepare a 
popular front. We have an example 
of this in the United Left, the 
Communist Party and the big petit 
bourgeois parties. There’s also the 
Centre Left Front which includes 
the Social Democratic Party, a left 


faction of the Radical Party and the 


i3 





railway workers’ co-ordinating 
committee. There are also other 
popular fronts being prepared. 


WP: What are the parties of the 
left doing? 

PTS: In Argentina for the last three 
years the Communist Party (CP) 
and the MAS (Moreno-ites) have 
been joined in a front called the 
United Left (Izquierda Unida) with 
little petit bourgeois parties. An- 
other Trotskyist organisation, 
Partido Obero (Workers Party), has 
since joined. 

The Argentinian left is in crisis. 
The CP has been destroyed. Last 
year it split into two factions, right 
wing factions: one went into 
Peronism, the other to the Centre 
Left Front. They have a big appa- 
ratus, but a non-existent party. The 
CPinArgentinacontrolsa large co- 
operative bank, but politically it’s - 
been destroyed. They have only 
been able to mobilise 200 or 300 
people for their rallies. 

The most important left party is 
the MAS but it is also in a deep 
political crisis. After we split from 
it they developed a right wing policy - 
based on capitulation to the bour- 
geois democratic regime, to the 
trade union bureaucracy and to the 
CP. For the last three years they 
have declined to make any criti- 
cisms of the CP and at the begin- 
ning of last year they began to 
support a popular frontist policy. 

The MAS newspaper announced 
that a new leadership was emerg- 
ing for the workers’ movement of 
Latin America: Lula and the Bra- 
zilian PT were a “revolutionary 


leadership”. The consequence of this 


very night wing policy was that a 
big factional struggle broke out in- 
side the MAS. The leadership fell 
but the group’s policies remained 
the same. Before thisin the general 
strike in the railways, all of them 
called for a general strike. Ubaldini 
said this was not the right time. So 
the MAS refused to raise the slogan 
of the general] strike. Indeed, inside 
the rail workers’ co-ordinating 
committee they voted against the 
slogan. 

We call on the MAS to break 
from the United Left and we call on 
both the MAS and the Partido 
Obrero to becomea socialist pole of 
attraction for workers, with a 
revolutionary programme based on 
the political situation in Argentina 
where we think that there is no 
place for reformist policies. There 
is a new vanguard looking for new 
policies and so we call on them to 
break with the United Left—not 
simply 101 and call for 
workers’ power. 

There is great confusion inside 
the MAS: a lot of catastrophism. 
But reality is making people think. 
The membership knows it’s in the 
biggest crisis in its history, but 
thinks the problem is that it devi- 
ated from the policy it voted through 
in 1988, and that what’s needed is 
areturn to that policy. Butin terms 
of concrete poligies, nothing has 
changed. 

We were a big faction in the MAS 
and our departure had an effect on 
the fracturing of the party. We were 





-well known. This led us to think— 


wrongly—that we were a party. It 
took us some time to recognise the 
fact that we weren’t. At our next 
congress we'll be discussing how to 
become a party, in the light of the 
crises In the vanguard and in the 
left. All ofthese questions are linked 
to our role in the construction of an 
International.# 
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HE WORKERS International 

League (WIL) was one of the 

groups to emerge from the 
crisis ridden Workers Revolution- 
ary Party (WRP) after the expul- 
sion of its leader, Gerry Healy, in 
1985. What has marked the WIL 
out from the other fragments of the 
WRP was its preparedness to en- 
gage in a thorough re-evaluation of 
the entire political legacy of 
Healyism. 

It correctly concluded that 
Healy’s International Committee, 
along with the other sections of the 
post-war Fourth International, had 
broken with Trotskyism and col- 
lapsed into centrism. Armed with 
thiscorrect analysis the WIL proved 
able to develop a series of healthy 
political positions.on current politi- 
cal events, clearly distinguishing it 
from the principal centrist groups 
in Britain. 

However, its analysis of Eastern 
Europe demonstrates serious 
weaknesses in its political evolu- 
tion. 

Initially it seemed that the WIL 
had developed an understanding of 
Stalinism’s death agony in 1989 
that was similar to our own. Work- 
ers News, the paper of the WIL, 
stated in December 1989: 

“In all the deformed workers’ 
states, particularly in Eastern Eu- 
rope, workers stand at a turning 
point in history. Despite the Stalin- 
ists’ attempts to cobble together 
coalition governments in order to 
defend their bureaucratic privi- 
leges, the future must lie down one 
of two roads: either the political 
revolution and the establishment 
of workers’ democracy, or the resto- 
ration of capitalism.” 


Dynamic 


This was the traditional Trot- 
skyist position—that the dynamic 
of the struggle between the working 
class and the bureaucracy in the 
Stalinist states would atits highest 
point pose the stark alternative of 
proletarian political revolution or 
bourgeois social counter-revolution, 
and that the outcome would be de- 
termined by the resolution or oth- 
erwise of the crisis of proletarian 
leadership. In recognition of this, 
the article ended with a “Pro- 
gramme of action for political revo- 
lution”, advancing a Trotskyist an- 
swer to this crisis. 

The article recognised that there 
was a political revolutionary crisis 
across Eastern Europe which Sta- 
linists and capitalists alike were 
terrified would “turn into a work- 
ing class insurrection”. But during 
1990, as it became clear that in the 


_ absence of a revolutionary interna- 


tional and Trotskyist parties the 
counter-revolutionary outcome was 
increasingly likely, the WILrevised 
their orthodox perspective. 


Upheavals 


They came to see the whole series 
of upheavals in Eastern Europe as 
instances of counter-revolution, 
pure and simple. Using East Ger- 
many as an example, an editorial 
in Workers News in September 1990 
concluded that the masses had been 
mobilised from the outset on the 
basis of counter-revolutionary 
goals. The masses were marching 
uninterruptedly towards 
restorationism because of their il- 
lusions in western capitalism: 

“However unpalatable these il- 
lusions are for those of the West 
European left who saw the events 
in East Germany as the unfolding 
of political revolution, it is point- 
less to deny their existence. Those 
who cannot distinguish between 
revolution and counter-revolution 
will not make good revolutionar- 
ies!” 

‘It is the WIL who are unable to 
distinguish between a political 
revolutionary crisis in which the 
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EASTERN EUROPE 


Doomed from 


the start? 


The Workers International League has joined the list of organisations who 
write off the East European events simply as “counter revolutions”. Richard 


Brenner warns of the programmatic consequences. 


counter-revolution. Their changed 
position left them with a novel 


- analysis: the East European events 


were a permanent counter-revolu- 
tion! . 

The WIL were correct in Decem- 
ber 1989. There existed more than 
the one (counter-revolutionary) dy- 


~ namic. If there did not then it was 


wrong to advance the programme 
of political revolution where no ob- 
jective basis existed for it. What 
then happened in 1990? 

Given the deep discredit that the 
crisis of bureaucratic planning and 
decades of repression had cast on 
“actually existing socialism”, the 
anti-Stalinist movements of the late 
1980s were not “socialist” or “com- 
anti-Stalinist movements of the late 
1980s were not “socialist” or “com- 
munist” like the movements of 1956 
and 1968. This crisis and the tn- 
umph of neo-liberal capitalism in 
the west meant that the pro-market 
and “anti-communist” tendencies 
were predominant amongst the 
oppositionist circles. 

The bureaucracy had lost all 
confidence in “planning” and sought 
legitimation in marketising and 
nationalist ideologies. The most 
class conscious forces were limited 
to a syndicalist ideology (“workers’ 
self-management”) which accepted 
the triumph of the market and left 
the terrain of politics to bourgeois 
democratic pluralism. 


Movement 


There was-a profound crisis of 
leadership with no significant in- 
dependent anti-bureaucratic forces 
committed to socialism or the 
planned economy. Yet even then 
only in Poland by the beginning of 
1989 had a consciously counter- 
revolutionary leadership gained 
hegemony over the broad masses 
of the working class. 

The triumph of the bourgeois 
democratic counter-revolution was 
not inevitable but to avoid it would 
have required intervention by 
revolutionary communist forces— 
a Trotskyist international—if a se- 
rious conscious movement for po- 
litical revolution was to develop. 

The case of the GDR proves this 
clearly. The initial hostility of the 
masses to the SED regime was pro- 
gressive. It was rooted in the his- 
torical antagonism between the 
bureaucracy and the working class. 
When it emerged in the form of a 
mass movement aimed at the de- 
struction of the bureaucracy it was 
not pure, not able in advance to 
determine what it wished to retain 
and what to destroy. But only a 
lifeless pedant would have expected 
the revolution to emerge as if from 
the pages of a textbook. 

In the early phase, which we de- 
scribed as the opening of a political 
revolution, was it the case that the 
masses were mobilised around 
counter-revolutionary slogans? An 
end to bureaucratic privilege, spe- 
cial shops, the “leading role of the 
party”, censorship and Stasi sur- 
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veillance, the right to vote, and 
freedom of travel—if these were 
counter-revolutionary demands 
then Trotskyists are counter-revo- 
lutionaries. 

The proletarian democratic core 
of the new found rights (right to 
strike, to form factory committees 
and trade unions) were wrenched 
in struggle from an unwilling bu- 
reaucracy before the pro-bourgeois 
forces were able to establish their 
parliaments and give these work- 
ers rights legal approval. 

Restored capitalism retained 
certain of these gains within the 
context of bourgeois democracy. 


Thatis not evidence that the move-. 


ment was simply counter-revolu- 
tionary from the outset, nor that 
the masses were simply passive 
bystanders to events, but that the 
revolution was not completed, not 
made permanent, and was thus 
converted into its opposite, a social 


counter-revolution. The absence of - 


arevolutionary party of the German 
workers caused the masses to look 
toimperialism as their saviour. But 
this is very different to the WIL’s 
later view that the masses illusions 
meant that the events in East 
Germany were a counter-revolution 
from the first moment. 


Destroy | F 


In the knowledge that Moscow 
would not intervene, the masses 
were determined to destroy Stalin- 
ism while they had the chance, by 
whatever means. That is the real 
meaning of the Trotskyist assertion 
that in revolutionary crises the 
outcome is reduced to the question 
of the crisis of leadership of the 
working class. 

To deny this the WIL have been 
obliged to deny the revolution was 
a revolution, and to square the cir- 





cle they have had to deprecate the 
role of the masses in the events. 
Demonstrations of millions and the 
forcible break-up of the secret po- 
lice through militant occupations 
in the GDR between October 1989 
and January 1990 are written off 
by the WIL as part of the counter- 
revolution. 

One consequence of this can be 
seen in the WIL'’s change of posi- 
tion on the German reunification. 
It was correct to oppose capitalist 
unification. It was also essential to 
advance the slogan for the revolu- 
tionary reunification of Germany. 
The WIL recognise the existence of 
a national question in Germany. 

Indeed, it was obvious to Marx- 
ists that the demand for 
reunification would arise, whether 
we liked it or not. The slogan of 
revolutionary reunification, ifit had 
been taken up by a determined 
section of the East German prole- 
tariat, could have prevented the 
desire for national unity from being 
used only by reactionaries against 
the working class property forms. 
Once again the WIL previously un- 
derstood this. The article from De- 
cember 1989, quoted earlier, said of 
the opposition grouping, Neues 
Forum: 

“ ..its programme of socialism- 
in-half-a-country, which offers no 
perspective for the revolutionary 
reunification of Germany, fails to 
address sentiments among the 
masses for national unity and thus 
encourages demands for reunifica- 
tion on a capitalist basis.” 

This accurate characterisation of 
Neues Forum, so similar to the po- 
sition advanced by the LRCI, ap- 
plies with equal force to the “Draft 
Programme of Action” of the 
Leninist Trotskyist Tendency 
(LTT—of Belgium and Germany) 
of 1 March 1990. The LTT docu- 


ment, which the WIL subsequently 
endorsed, argued only for the 
“maintenance of two states, so long 
as West Germany remains capital- 


jst”, a wholly non-transitional for- 


mulation which “fails to address” 
precisely those sentiments that the 
WIL had recognised three months 
earlier. 

The theoretical consequences of 
the WIL’s new position are very 
serious. They imply that the coun- 
ter-revolutionary outcome was built 
into the situation from the outset, 
and that it was a result not of the 
absence of the subjective factor, but 
of objective conditions themselves. 
Ifso, something about the Stalinist 
system made bourgeois restoration 
inevitable. And here we come tothe 
Stalinophobic nub of the WIL’s po- 
sition. 

For the WIL the Stalinist bu- 
reaucracy is not simply a major 
force for restoration within the 
degenerate(d) workers’ states, itis 
the only force. The Stalinist bu- 
reaucracy is treated as an 
undifferentiated whole and as an 
uncontradictory phenomenon. Its 
moves towards marketisation in 
order to solve its own problems are 
equated with the restoration of 
capitalism itself. In a May Day 
statement, published in Workers 
News, in May 1990, the WIL and 
LTT argued: 

“Having drawn its .material 
privileges for so long from nation- 
alised property, Stalinism is rapidly 
moving to complete the ‘counter- 
revolution and restore capitalism.” 

Now we agree that Stalinism is 
counter-revolutionary, an agency of 
imperialism in the workers’ states. 
But to go from this to seeing the 
bureaucracy simply as the “main 
agency for the restoration of capi- 
talism” {Workers News, October/ 
November 1990) cannot explain 
why Ceaucescu and Deng strove to 


. cling to power. It cannot explain 


why Gorbachev has not chosen to 
reintroduce capitalism lock, stock 
and barrel. 

It is an analysis that fails to un- 
derstand the fragmented and con- 
tradictory nature of the bureau- 
cratic caste. That is why the political 
revolutionary crisis is denied in the 
WIL’s scheme of things. To them 
the counter-revolution did not re- 
quire a political revolutionary cri- 
sis, the action of the masses to de- 
stroy the Stalinist regimes or the 
misleadership of those masses by 
openly pro-capitalist forces. Al] it 
required was the Stalinist bu- 
reaucracy itself. 


Denies 


This view, which denies that 
revolutionaries can ever form a 
united front with Stalinists, for 
example against interna] counter- 
revolution, pogromists etc, has 
nothing in common with Trotsky’s 
analysis of Stalinism. It is a revi- 
sionist departure from Trotsky’s 
position. 

It is fuelled by pessimism at the 
outcome of the Eastern European 
events. Ironically the WIL find 
themselves alongside a host of 
Stalinophile groupings, like The 
Leninist, the International Bol- 
shevik Tendency and others, who 
believe that nothing good could 
have come from the crisis in East- 
ern Europe in 1989-90. Yet, if the 
comrades extended their new po- 
sition back to the beginning of the 
crisis they could only draw one 
practical conclusion, a conclusion 
which they seek to avoid at the cost 
of the consistency of their own 
theory. 

For if the crises were counter- 
revolutions from the start the 
Stalinists would have been justi- 
fied in crushing the risings and 
demos. And Trotskyists should have 
supported them. This is the per- 
verse logic of Stalinophobia. The 
WIL need to break from it.@ 
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Joyce ... 


Lambeth Councillor Rachael Webb is one of thirteen being witch-hunted by the 
Labour bureaucracy for their part in the anti-Poll Tax struggle. She sent us her 


reply to charges levelled by Labour's chief witch hunter, Joyce Gould. 


Dear Joyce Gould, © 

| refer to your letter on 22 April in 
which you invite me to respond to the 
allegations against me, which the 
NEC considered as grounds for my 
suspension from Lambeth Labour 


Dole 
figures 
dodgy 


Dear Comrades, 

In your front page article “Make 
the Bosses Pay” last month, you 
said that “the figures released in 
April revealed there were now over 
two million unemployed”, and that 
“unemployment is set to rise once 
again to more than three million by 
1992”. 1 would like to point out that 
the figures released by the govern 
ment bear very little relation to re- 
ality. The government has changed 
its method of calculating statistics 
thirty times since 1979. According 
to the Unemployment Unit the real 
April figure was 3,243,200. 

Clare Roberts 

Chesterfield 





Group and Labour Party positions, 
pending further disciplinary action 
against me. 

| am “guilty” of the following “of- 
fences” being considered by the NEC 
and state that | have nothing but 
contempt for any one who considers 
these to be disciplinary offences for 
which | can be suspended and pos- 
sibly expelled: 

31.3.89: “voted for an illegal 
budget” (to try to save jobs and 
services). May 1990: “Anti-Poll Tax 
advert in the South London Press". 
May 1990: “Statement supporting 
no cuts, non-payment, noncollection 
of Poll Tax”: 25.6.90: “voted against 
Poll Tax collection”. 29.3.90; Council 
Meeting—voted not to set a Poll Tax. 
19.10.90: “letter to South London 
Press advocating non-payment and 
noncollection of poll tax. 17.2.91: 
Council Meeting “voted against use 


of bailliffs". 11.3.91: “voted against - 


Group's budget proposals” (to set a 
budget which involved extensive 
service cuts and sackings—redun- 
dancies—for 600 plus workers). 

lf anyone considers the above to 
be disciplinary offences then itis they 
who are not fit to be in the Labour 
Party or the Labour Movement. 

Yours sincerely, 

Rachael Webb 

Cllr Lambeth 


Imperialism and 





Kurdistan 


Dear Workers Power, 

In what was otherwise an excel- 
lent article on the Kurdish crisis in 
Workers Power May 1991, part of 
resolution 5 was marginally incor- 
rect. It was not the world acting 
against the impending genocide of 
the Kurds that exerted some pres- 
sure on imperialism itself as you 
then go on to say. Imperialism 


Dear Comrades, 

The case of Winnie Mandela has 
been used to attack the black strug- 
gle in South Africa. But what the 
media leaves out of its reports is 








Greek 


Trotskyism 
and ELAS 





Dear Comrades, 

Whilst in general agreeing with 
P Morris’ review of “Trotskyism and 
Stalinism in Greece” (WP142), itis 
necessary to point out additional 
information which is probably not 
known to the British reader. 
Pouliopoulos had already been 
murdered before the Greek resist- 
ance had become amass movement, 
so what position he would have 
taken no-one knows. Whilst it is 
true that Karliaftis’ group took a 
political decision not to take part in 
the resistance, one has to explain 
the conditions under which this 
_ arose—to do justice to history and 
also to learn for future struggles. 

Karliaftis’ group was based 
mainly in Athens and Piraeus and 
to tell them to leave the cities and 
head for the mountains, taking into 
account their small numbers, would 
be a retreat. Many members of 
Karliaftis’ group and many others, 
who had at one time or another 
been associated with Trotskyism, 
did join the resistance. Those whose 
background was known were mur- 
dered by the OPLA (Stalinist secret 
police). 

Karliaftis’ group did carry out 
significant work inside the building 
workers’ union during World War 
Two forming armed militias which 
attacked food hoarders in Athens— 


the Trotskyists became prominent — 


for initiating such action (more than 


one third of Athens perished in - 








World War Two due to lack of food). 

If the Greek Trotskyists had a 
larger influence, some of them could 
have left the cities and entered the 
resistance, with the specific purpose 
of stopping the disarmament of the 
partisans, which the KKE leaders 
on orders from Stalin dutifully car- 
ried out. The inconsistency in 
Karliaftis’ position was the fact 
that, while he characterised the 
resistance movement as a whole as 
being reactionary, he condemned it 
for giving up power. And when a 


section of the KKE partisans re- 
fused to disarm (those led by 
Velouchiotis) Karliaftis’ group gave 
them critical support. 

The “failure” of the Greek 
Trotkyists in World War II was not 
so much their sectarianism but an 
objective situation extremely unfa- 
vourable to them—a situation 
which whatever their policies they 
could not change. 

With Stalinism disintegrating 
and openly siding with western 
imperialism, its political monopoly 
of the left can no longer be guaran- 
teed. Trotskyists are no longer seen 
by the rapidly deteriorating 
Stalinist dominated left in Greece 
as “counter-revolutionary”, fascist 
agents etc. On the contrary a new 
revolutionary crisis which led to 
the arming of the workers and 
peasants, as during the resistance 
movement, would surely not lead 
to a historic disarmament as in 
1945. 

Fraternally, 

V N Gelis 


---------- SUBSCRIBE! 


on subcription too, 


| would like to subscribe to 
Workers Power 

Class Struggle 
Permanent Revolution 
Trotskyist international 
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[C] [would like to know more about the Workers Power Group and the LRCI 


Make cheques payable to Workers Power and send to: 
Workers Power, BCM 7750, London WC1 3XX_ 
or: Class Struggle, 12 Langrishe Place, Dublin, Eire 
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wanted to intervene further all 
along but needed a pretext to do so, 
hence the widespread publicity 
given to the repression of the Kurds. 
It was not the outcry that forced 
the imperialists, but the imperial- 
ists that “forced” the outcry. 

Yours for socialism, 

M Britnell 

Leicester 
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that Winnie Mandela was sentenced 
by a white judge, in a white court, by 
apartheid justice. That court and 
that system has no right to try and 
sentence her any more than the 
thousands of others it has incarcer- 
ated and murdered for defying the 
apartheid state. | 

Mandela herself has been the 
victim of the apartheid state for three 
decades—subject to countless 
banning orders, arrests and jailings. 
This does not mean that she 
shouldn't face justice for the crimes 
she is alleged to have committed. 
There is an overwhelming case 
against her conceming her involve- 
ment in, and organisation of a terror 
campaign against, youth within the 
movement who defled her and her 
followers. 

But the judgement she should face 
is that of the black working class of 
the Soweto community. Mandela had 
a position of privilege in Soweto—a 
position derived from both the pres- 
tige and finance accruing to her as 
an ANC leader and as a component 
of the Mandela legend. She used 
that position of privilege to build up 
a personal following and the now 
notorious “Mandela Football Team”. 

Those kidnapped, beaten or mur- 
dered included activists who had 
incurred the gang’s displeasure— 
there is little to support the idea 
that they were either collaborators 
with the regime or perpetrators of 
oppression themselves. How could 
this happen? 

it is wrong to explain the gang's 

actions as simply “lack of discipline” 
amongst the youth. The ANC line of 
that period, “make South Africa un 
govemable” encouraged undirected 
violence. The ANC’s strategy was to 
use township youth as a battering 
ram to force the regime into nego- 
tiations and allow the elder states- 
men to negotiate themselves into 
power. 
* Youth were the backbone of the 
rebellion. But because the working 
class was unable to enforce its cot 
lective and democratic revolution 
ary leadership on the movement it 
went down to defeat. It dissipated 
and degenerated. 

The roots of the Mandela affair 
were the same as the roots of the 
violence today—the apartheid sys- 
tem itself, and the wrong leadership 
and wrong strategy of the move- 
ment against it. 

Yours fratemally, 

Lesley Day 








STAND 


WORKERS POWER is a revolutionary com- 
munist organisation. We base our pro 
gramme and policies on the works of Marx, 
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky, on the docu 
ments of the first four congresses of the 
Third (Communist) International and on the 
Transitional Programme of the Fourth Inter- 
national. 


Capitalism is an anarchic and crisis 
ridden economic system based on produc- 
tion for profit. We are for the expropriation 
of the capitalist class and the abolition of 
capitalism. We are for its replacement by 
socialist production planned to satisfy hu- 
man need. 


Only the socialist revolution and the 
smashing of the capitalist state can achieve 
this goal. Only the working class, led by a 
revolutionary vanguard party and orgar 
ised into workers’ councils and workers’ 
militia can lead such a revolution to victory 
and establish the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat. There is no peaceful, parliamentary 
road to socialism. 


The Labour Party is not a socialist party. 
Itis a bourgeois workers’ party—bourgeois 
in its politics and its practice, but based on 
the working class via the trade unions and 
supported by the mass of workers at the 
polis. We are for the building of a revolu- 
tionary.tendency in the Labour Party and 
the LPYS, in order to win workers within 
those organisations away from reformism 
and to the revolutionary party. 


The misnamed Communist Parties are 
really Stalinist parties—reformist, like the 
Labour Party, but tied to the bureaucracy 
that rules in the USSR. Their strategy of 
alliances with the bourgeoisie (popular 
fronts) inflicts terrible defeats on the work- 
ing class world-wide. 


In the USSR and the other degenerate 
workers’ states, Stalinist bureaucracies 
rule over the working class. Capitalism has 
ceased to exist but the workers do not hold 
political power. To open the road to social- 
ism, a political revolution to smash bureau 
cratic tyranny is needed. Nevertheless we 
unconditionally defend these states against 
the attacks of imperialism and against 
internal capitalist restoration in order to 
defend the post-capitalist property rela 
tions. 


In the trade unions we fight for a rank and 
file movement to oust the reformist bureau 
crats, to democratise the unions and win 
them to a revolutionary action programme 
based on a system of transitional demands 
which serve as a bridge between today’s 
struggles and the socialist revolution. 
Central to this is the fight for workers’ 
control of production. 


We are for the building of fignting organi- 
sations of the working class—factory 
committees, industrial unions and cour 
cils of action. 


We fight against the oppression that 
capitalist society inflicts on people be 
cause of their race, age, sex, or sexual 
orientation. We are for the liberation of 
women and for the building of a working 
class women’s movement, not an “allclass” 
autonomous movement. We are for the 
liberation of all of the oppressed. We fight 
racism and fascism. We oppose all immi- 
gration controls. We are for no platform for 
fascists and for driving them out of the 
unions. 


We support the struggles of oppressed 
nationalities or countries against imperial 
ism. We unconditionally support the Irish 
Republicans fighting to drive British troops 
out of Ireland. We politically oppose the 
nationalists (bourgeois and petit bourgeois) 
who lead the struggles of the oppressed 
nations. To their strategy we counterpose 
the strategy of permanent revolution, that 
is the leadership of the anti-imperialist 
struggle by the working class with a pro 
gramme of socialist revolution and interna 
tionalism. 


In conflicts between imperialist coun- 
tries and semi-colonial countries, we are 
for the defeat of “our own” army and the 
victory of the country oppressed and ex- 
ploited by imperialism. We are for the 
immediate and unconditional withdrawal of 
British troops from Ireland. We fight impe 
rialist war not with pacifist pleas but with 
militant class struggle methods including 
the forcible disarmament of “our own’ 
bosses. 


Workers Power is the British Section of 
the League for a Revolutionary Communist 
International. The last revolutionary Inter- 
national (Fourth) collapsed in the years 
1948-51. 


The LRCI is pledged to fight the centrism 
of the degenerate fragments of the Fourth 
International and to refound a Leninist 
Trotskyist Internationa! and build a new 
world party of socialist revolution. We 
combine the struggle for a re-elaborated 
transitional programme with active involve- 
ment in the struggles of the working class— 
fighting for revolutionary leadership. 


if you are a class conscious 
fignter against capitalism; if 
you are an internationalist— 
join us! 
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South Africa: Break negotiations! 





tlefence! 


THE SOUTH African working class is faced with an impending catastrophe. The ANC 
leadership has demobilised the mass movement in order to enter a process of negotiation 
with the apartheid butchers. In retum an alliance of the white far right and apartheid’s stooge 
Buthelezi has unleased a campaign of terror against militant black communities. 

In what were the strongholds of black resistance in 1985-86, homes and fields are buming 
and activists are butchered in the streets as Buthelezi’s armed Inkatha mobs are allowed to 


terrorise ANC loyal townships. 


Unable to force concessions from 
the De Klerk government, the 
ANC has temporarily returned to 
protest politics. The ANC leader- 
ship had come under huge pres- 
sure from its rank and file and 
cadre increasingly unable to hold 
the line in favour of negotiations. 
Communities have been subject 
to horrific waves of violence with 
the numbers killed more than 
even the regular weekend toll 
during the 1985-86 rising. De 
Klerk has also refused to release 
hundreds of political prisoners 
including hunger strikers. 

Even the ANC’s middle class 
supporters have been sounding 
the alarm. In April, the New Na- 
tion warned: 

“On the ground, any further 
compromises will be seen as just 
another in a long line of conces- 
sions made by the ANC that has 
cost the organisation and its con- 
stituency dearly in terms of loss 
of life.” 


Panic 


Whether or-not talks between 
De Klerk, the ANC and other 


players in. the South African’ 


drama get: back on course, the 
country’s owners of capital have 
already started to panic. Both the 
mining and engineering sectors 
report a collapse of investment. 
Reserve Bank chief Stalls has 
predicted a “Beirut scenario” 
within five years if investment is 
not renewed. The De Klerk/ANC 
dream of arevivedcapitalist South 
Africa acting as the “powerhouse” 
(and imperialist overlord) of 
southern Africa is now in serious 
jeopardy. 

Amongst the rats deserting this 
particular ship are the owners of 


PUTCO, transporters of black la- 
bour in the apartheid system. The 
firm has just announced closure— 
a year after it paid out R81.5 mil- 
lion in a special dividend. The 
main beneficiaries will be the 
majority owners, the Italian 
Carleo family. 

Other sectors have been 
awarding dividends and executive 
increases. In the engineering 
sector, executives have received a 
tidy 18% increase while the em- 
ployers organisation SEIFSA is 
trying to hold down workers’ in- 
creases to 11%. Money is being 
moved overseas to find safer and 
more profitable havens. 

If the negotiating partners want 
to stop this drain, they must stop 
the violence and unrest. Yet De 
Klerk’s regime, in particular the 
elements within the National 
Party and the defence forces and 
police who want tofurther weaken 
the ANC, have been fanning’the 
flames of violence. Besides the 
evidence of collusion between 
state forces, white right wingers 
and Inkatha gangs, ‘the regime’s 
actions have strengthened the 
hand of the right. For instance, in 
response to ANC demands for the 
sacking of defence chief Magnus 
Malan and security chief Adrian 
Vlok, De Klerk merely ensured a 
shake up in the Orwellian 
sounding Civil Co-operation Bu- 
reau but left the chiefs in charge. 

The ANC’s leaders have made 
compromise after compromise, 
delaying the deadline for the gov- 
ernment to meet its demand on 
talks and backtracking on its de- 
mands for ending the township 
violence. 

But the ANC’s proposals for 
ending the violence will leaveeven 
more power in the hands of the 


state machine and will play into 
the hands of those, including 
Buthelezi, who want to turn the 
battle of pro-ANC forces against 
Inkatha into ethnic violence. In 
asking the apartheid state forces 
to disarm Zulus carrying tradi- 
tional weapons the ANC is not 
simply pursuing a utopian strat- 
egy. It runs the risk of driving 
Zulu migrant workers completely 
into the hands of Buthelezi. Al- 
though working class and pro- 
ANC forces have seriously un- 
dermined the position of Inkatha 
in Natal over the last five years, 
there is clearly a danger that 
Buthelezi could regain the initia- 
tive, especially as the ANC lead- 
ershipis disproportionately taken 
from Xhosa and other groups. 


Militias 


How should the militant town- 
ships be defended, if not by the 
police and armed forces? The only 
way to meet the violence of both 
the reactionaries and the state is 
to build effective workers’ defence. 
The ANC talks of building militias 
and has told cadres from its armed 
wing (Umkonto we Sizwe) to 
“await recall”. 

But its demands on the state to 
police more effectively show that 
the leaders would rather rely on 
De Klerk than the mass move- 
ment. This is a reflection of the 
ANC’s strategy and aims. Its in- 
tention to construct a new bour- 
geois government in the existing 
capitalist state means that it 
cannot afford to strengthen 
working class resistance that 
might develop into a challenge to 
the existing leaders. 

Workers’ defence—militias, de- 
fence squads for workers’ action 


and so forth—means that these 
forces are under the control of the 
workers’ movement. Arms can be 
regularly checked and authorised. 
The organised militia knows it is 
the servant of the whole working 
class movement. 

There is already an enormous 
experience of defending commu- 
nities in the South African town- 
ships whether in Natal against 
Inkatha-inspired raids or in 
townships against police and 
vigilante attacks. This pool of 
skills and strength needs further 
training, arms and most impor- 
tantly the political leadership 
which the ANC’s leaders are re- 
fusing to give. 

A militia powerful enough to 
resist Inkatha would pose a chal- 
lenge to the state and would come 


uild workers’ 
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under attack from state forces. 
Does this mean it should not be 


built? On the contrary, the need 
to defeat the state forces is the 
most important reason of all for 
building militias. 

As the country continues its 
downward spiral, as the asset 
strippers continue their robbery, 
the dangers of the ANC’s present 
course become clearer. In its 
search for an accommodation with 
De Klerk it has left the working 
class undefended physically, and 
unprepared to meet the employ- 
ers offensive. 

That whole strategy must now 
be challenged and the forces re- 
built to fight for the revolutionary 
overthrow of the apartheid state 
and the capitalist system it 
defends.@ 





